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TO THE 


READER. 


[1 


Reader, | 
4 Here is no neceſſity ( I conceivs) to entertain thee here with any. Reaſons 
. for the Publiſhing of theſe Papers ; they themſelves will 'make their own 
Apology ; and ( Thope ) ſufficiently defend their publickh Appearance. Burt 
why they come abroad n0 ſooner, it may not be amiſs, nor can it be unne-= 
eſa togive thee this following brief Account. The Author's great loathneſs to of= 
juſt ine fo very highly efteemed by him, as the Reverend Mr. Baxter is, made him 
ſpend ſame time in. deliberating what to do: And ſome Reaſons he had which migi:t 


(but need not now ) be mentioned, to hope that Mr: Baxter wculd publickly and more , 


ſaifatorily have retrafted his imſuriousRefletions upon the Dead in his Donble De-= 
ſcechen he hath done; this took, up more time and jome Expeftation of what My. 
Baxter ſhould further ſay in Anſiver to the very Tngenious Vindicator of Dr. Owen, 
etratted yet more : The Authors diſtance from' the Preſs, the uneaſie Acceſs to it, 
od Hurries and Troubles from lying, perſured, raging, roguing Informers ( with 
pln Mr, Baxter would have us ſtill to bold Communion ) have all con/pircd to delay 
th Publication of it : But, Sat cito fi ſat bene. . 

I will be convenient to let thee know, that the Afologetical Sheet 8: for ſeveral rea- 
fa publiſked waehou® any Alteration or notice taken of Mr. Baxter's Double De- 
free, us it was firſt intended for the Preſs, Somew-at (andT hope enough) ſhall be 
ſddin defence of it, and mare of the - Miniſters vindicated by it, in Anjiver to Mr. 
Bitter's laſt Part of his foreſard Book, in the concluding Poft(cript that follows the 
(hviess which I rather chooſe to do, than to change and nem mold the Apolegy. 
Te Queries are riew 1:0 Telled from what they were at firft deſigned, to meet with 
ſmetbingsin Mr, Baxter's Double Defence; but for Brevities /ake the places they 
Wertoare not particularly mentioned, nor his words exgttly quoted, neither in thoſe 
(heries char refpe Mr. Baxtet's Anſwer to Dr. Owen, nor his Double Defence ; 
jtoy one that reads My. Baxter with any care, will eaſily apprehend their Rvlation 
#1 ſmevbat be hath writ, where be is no: mentioned. And thou mayeſt likerrile 
two that the Apology and the Queries werc- juſt entrins into the Preſs men Mr. 
Bater's Catholick Communion doubly def2nded (which for Brewittes ſake I call i:5 
Double Defence ) came our of it 5 but then ſtoft, in hopes that by it they would be 
/qnſeded © Tet upon ſerious and (T hope) impartial Conſideration of it, T ſtill judze 
#4 piece of Juſtice ro the injured Memories of thoſe Bleſſed Souls whoſe honourable 
Mme! Thave rejcued from the Infamy of Mr. Baxter's Reflet3ions to publiſh the Apo- 
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logyz and tolet go the Queries with them, T conceive 1s not needleſs, becqyſg they 


do good ( at leaſt by procuring Satisfattion) and Thope however they wilt d, han, 


nor can it ſure offend any, much leſs be 4 breach of any Lawbumbly ty yw" = 


ons in order to Convittion, and acquiring of more Knowledge. | 
Tj The charged with too ſevere and diſreſpeaful Refletions upon Mr. Baxter in th 
Apolopy; T anſwer, (1.)T denyed my Jeff the uſe of Jeveral Expreſſions (as It " 
proper for my urpoſe) leſt they ſhould be ſo interpreted. (2. ) It is but x juſt des 
liation: Mr. Baxter tramples upon Men no way infertour in Piety and.Legyi t 
himſelf. 3. Mr. Baxter 4s alive, and theſe whom he thus traduteth art teak 
therefore the Provocation be givas is the greater. Should any one fo diſturb Mi Bu. 
ter sDuft, ad ſo backbite him im his Grave; (if no abler Pen wauld en 4s, 
zo the irmift vindicate hit Name from "Aſperſion, and that ivith as much ſu Sun 
as here I may b: thought to be guilty of, though t's like he may contemn my frm 
good will. (4.) I have ſome particular Reaſon to be ſomewhat more concerned ti 
ordinary, which there 1s no neceſſity now to divulge 3 only I aſſure thee, Readr, ith 
no perſonal Quarrel nor Grudge againſt Mr. Baxter. (5.) Whatever lo lip 
Invefive, I prefeſs I writ with a great deal of demur, trouble and uni [ingh, 
but yet I thought my ſelf conſtrained ſo to vindicate the Dead,who areiſovile) ing; 
edagainft. (6.) Had his Anſwer to Dr. Owen, or that part of it that I tale mi 
of,heen attended with ſo much Meekneſs and Charity as kis Nouble Defence, 
have writ in another Stile, tho' T conceive he doth not make ſufficient Satifaflinfy 
the defamation of his firmer Book (7.) If indeed I have given him any juſt Cal 
of Offence, I am heartily ſorry, and beg his Pardon. BT 
I deſigned in the Apology to have animadverted upon Mr. Baxter's diſcdury 
dealing w#th Dr. Owen, and attempted a further Vindication of this Leal th 
ſon from Mr. Baxter's unworthy Reflefions, @nd indeed too feeble Eſſays to cnfur 
him; but I could not do it with any conſiſtency with mv deſigned Brevity ; al 
cauſe an acute and very ingenious Perſon hath taken up the Cudpels in the Dot 
defence, and T hope his Vin-ication will be continued by ab!e Hands. And 
T reckon the Apology for the Miniſters, is one for Dr. Owen likewiſe ; for bereh hk 
Baxter is (Tthink) diſarmed of thoſe ill Effets of Separation which he 
againſt the Door ; and the Queries ( if not well anſwered )-will be a furthn 
 dication of him. For theſe Reaſons there was no need of my engaging any mn 
that perſonal Conteſt. Tet to teſtifie my reſpeft to the Doftor, and (1 bopu) 1k 
' Truth ; Tſhall here add ſome Animadverſions upon ſome of Mr. Baxter's Anſven + 
gainft the Door: Bur whije I am juſt about it, while writing this Epiltie wit 


Reader, I underſtand there are ſeveral Anſwers to Mr. Baxter come out ſme tile 


/ tholick Communion in defended, was publiſhed ; and therefore Jann 
ud 


the Doctor 75 by others ſufficiently defended, I ſhall wave what I intended. tw 
ry that T am ſoremote, and [0 out of the reach of Mercurius Librarius, that [bs 


, 


. lateheardof the Publiſhing of thoſe Anſwers which, for ought Iknow (for Tharw 


read any of them) would have rendred ſomewhat that Thave writ needleſs, Iaefſ# 
ing thee and my [elf any further Trouble. 


October, 6. 
1684. 
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HE memory of the Dead is ſo univerſally ſacred, that he 
muſt be a meer Barbaria7n,yea ſomewhat more then ſo,that 
will judge him in any neceſſity of an Apology, that makes 
one for them ; eſpecially when they are unneceſſarily and 


- wiſtly tradyced.To ſpurn and tumble up and down a Soul-leſs body, 


antyithout great need and reaſon to ſpeak ill of,and defame theDead, 


xetoall of the leaſt humanity equally abominable; and conſequently 


tonigdicate their Reputation, muſt needs be very acceptable z to beg 
pardon therefore here, would be to necd one. It is he that ſtands in 
me of pardon, that makes ſuch Defences neceſſary; he that is ſo bent 
upon ſhrife and contention, and ( to ſay no worſe ) ſo childifhly un- 
(uet, that nothing will ſtill him but the ratling uoiſe of dead mens 
bones, It will be asked, Is any fo unworthy 2? Ianſwer, No leſs vene- 
rable a perſon. then Mr, Baxter; This great Reconciler, this = of 
ove 


| ("2 
” Love and Union, this Catholick-man, who profeſſeth to do all f; 


peace in the Church Militant, ſeems ſo great a Leader in the Wy 
thereof;that rather than want Combata nts,he caſts his warlike Glon, 


his Pen, and Challenge, among(t the Church Triumphant, and brings” 


down thence ſeveral to be the objects of his Spleen and Oppoſition; 
an Ecclefiaftical Alexander,that wants another world to conquer ; (- 
en'd that inthe firſt place, the Reverend Dr. Owen ſhould feel the 
dint of his Pen more keen than the Dart of Death : And leſhi 
Gverthrow and Confutation ſhould be too ſmall and inconfideray 
a Conqueſt ; come down yet four other Miniſters, to add Trophie 
to his Victory : For he is pleaſed p- 28. to ſingle out four perſon 
that in their time were as eminent Miniſters as any in Wales, to yil. 
fie and beſpatter then z ſome of whom ( at leaſt ) I hope his 
rity will be ſo favourable, 8s to think are among the Bleſſed aboxe, 
tho? he tramples vpon them here below : They are above his(z 
 Jumny, and will make no Anſwer, unleſs when he aſcends to them 
Heaven : For if there be Repentance there, ( as Mr: Baxter faith 


there is) why may«not Mr. Baxter meet with it as well asother? 


And why may nor he alſo be brought toit by means of their Reprodf 
whom he hath here ſo ſeverely reflected upon, and ſovnjuftly calune 
ni2ted ? But thovgh they are ſilent, and will by no means deſcendir 
tothe liſts, nor engage in this .Baxterian Scuffle ; it cannot fire he 
criminal for one who reverenceth their Memories, to examine nhx 
ther this Reverend Sir hath not injuriouſly repreſented them to the 
World ; .thit they were ſo erronious, ſo inſufficient, and ſo unfit 
Preach; that it had been hetter Forms of Prayer and Homilies ſhould 
be reads than they be employ*d iq the Miniſtry ; that is, that thy 
were not fit io preach at all: So hath he repreſented them. 

I ſh21] begin with Mr Erbzry, becauſe he ſeems the moſt to beer 
cepted againſt. 'Bur before I proceed, I deſire it may be obſericd 
thzt Ido not at all undertake, nor in the leaſt deſign to patronize « 
defendany real Errours (ifany ſuch they held) of theſe worthy It 
ſonz,whom yet (I hope) I ſhall ſufficiently apologize for againſt M1, 
Baxter's DctraQtion ; at leaſt, I doubt not but I ſhall be abletoful 
aVail of Love andReaſon wherewith to cover theit Nakedneſs,to pet 


fume their Names, whom he ( having inhumanely dragged out d 


their Graves) hath made to ſtink before the World; and:to makel 
appear, that for al} his great Cry of Catholick:Commynion, htwair 
ed in this matter a little Cztholick Charity ; and that' he had none 
city thus contumeliouſly to expoſe the Dead to the ſcornand "y 

| tem 


_— "aa 4 


C3) 


te 
Hnrodoxies yet neither will I think my ſelf obliged upon every 


or | ocaſion tobe charging and condemning them, in order to the ſecu- 
-oofmy ſelf from Cenſure - That unpleaſing work of ripping open 
the Faults of the Dead, I leave to Mr. Baxter, whoJeems to have a 
ieular gift that way. Mr. Erbury then, before he was taken ill ot 
ir Whimſies, w2S a good Scholar, of ſmart Parts, very ſerious and 
ficceſsful in his Preaching» and very grave and religious in his Life 
nd Praſtice : This Character thoſe that knew him (1 dare ſay) bet- 
terthan our ſevere Cenſor of the Dead, ſcruple not to give him. A 
reg judicious Perſon, of a conſiderable Figure, no way infeed with 
js diſtemper told me, Afr. Erbury*s Diſeaſe lay in his Head, not in 
| i Act; that is, his latter Exorbitances roſe rather from the diſ- 
- | aderin his Body or Brain, than any corrupt Hereticalneſs in his 
| | Mind; which alſo were the thoughts of others very well acquainted 
\ | nithMr. Erbary, who have likewiſe told me, that he retained his 
). | lneto good People to the laſt. Mr. Barter cannot but know that 
Perſons that art over-run with a deep and radicated Melancholy, 


tyofrery wild and extravagant Actions; who yet when, and as far 
3 themſelves, are very ſerious Perſons. And why might not poor 
.Erury have been allowed a Grain of ſome ſuch charitable Suppo- 
ſtion, eſpecially by Mr. Baxter, who conſidering his Book concern- 
nghis Wife, (not to mention this againſt Dr. Owen) and his old 
4%, nay ſtand inneed of an Allowance of a not very different Na- 
I tte. That Mr. Cradock learn d Separation of him, 1 know not, but 
Mr. Bexter (no doubt of it ) knows; how he cannot prove it, I 
kar: And what Printed Writings of Mr. Cradock*s ſhew, ( as 
lr. Baxter ſayes ſome do)that 24x. Erbury fell ſo far, that it's hard 
1 tiſcern that he was at all a Chriſtian, 1 cannot tell : But as for Mr. 
Zeysomn Printed Writings, in which ifany ſhould ſay, that there 
metoo many wild Expreſſions, that look not unlike the Effuſions of 
! Utempered Brain; 1 confeſs 1 cannot deny it : Howbeit upon 
(lat yery account I can and do entertain favourable thoughts of 
liePerſon himſelf, who (1 think) ſhould be the Object of our Pity, 
"t of our cenſorious Reproach- And indeed, I deem it a piece of 
hſice to judge more Charitably of him than Mr. Baxter doth ;. be- 
aſt in his Defence of himſelf at the latter end of his Works, he ſo 
dn himſelf, that he ſeems to me plainly to diſown thoſe more 
4205 Opinions he was charged yith ; and ſome of thoſe _ he - 
| oth 


of the Living- But though I will not eſpouſe their ſuppoſed 


| nybe ſometimes ſo influenced by a particular ani, as to he geil- _ 


oe 4 6 


doth there acknowledge himſelf to hold, are but Mr. Baxter yy, 
ons, wherein he differs from other Divines, and therefore of all 
tals he might ( and one would think ſhould )) have been ſilent 
and forbore to have trampled upon this dead Divine, and tread thy * 
Doftrines into his Teeth, which he retraCted and diſowned (if H 
deed he did ever hold them.) Would Mr. Baxver like to be (re 
teized and twitted with, or that the World ſhould be Everliſing a 
dinn'd with, 2nd forever put in mind of his Common-yelth £ 
"Þ tbh 
nip 
Was 


Aphoriſms ? | | h 
But ſuppoſe Mr. Erbury as guilty as Mr. Baxter would havehi 
and ſuppoſe he did never repent nor change his mind; what neiyf] 
was there to hale him into the Controverſy of Separation? Hath 
Baxter prov*d, ( or can he ? )) That his erring in DoQtine wok 
necefſary and proper effect of Separation ? Did he not forſaketheh 
/-Parate Churches, and lay down his publick Preaching,whenhe fel [| * 
to his Notions ? And might not the Separatiſts have ſaid, thatity 
the fruit of his forſaking them, their Principles and Churchs? 
not the Papifts objeCt- Socinianiſm as the effect of the Proteſtant} 
ration ? And will they not as ſoon prove it as Mr. Baxter fhall;thaelll 3 
Principles of Separation ( which Doctor Owen held ) were thei 
of Mr. Erbzry's Error in Doctrine ? Moreover, let Mr. Erbwybtly 
poſed to be what he is here repreſented, was he always ſo? We} 
never uſeful? Had he nothing commendable ? A man might tg 
pected from Mr. Baxters Charity, that when he hath occafiontoneFfj ;-” 
tion theDead, ſome little notice ſhould be taken of their good ib *; 
ties, as well as ſo mnch of their bad. He tells us, i» his Poſtſerip 
Diftich, Cato taught him when he was a Child; no doubt of it, itt ww. 
remembers as long ago, another Latine Adage, De Mortuimnph 
num, which that it ſhould be by him ſo inverted, ſo quite turned 
into De Alortuis nil rift malum, and the Dead be forced upon the Witt 
juſt like Devils, without ever a jot of good in them, doth not ſink g 
come the Charity of the Renowned Mr. Baxter. Juſt ſo dothbeln 
1n, not only Mr. Erbury, but Mr. Vavaſor Pawel, and Mr. My 
;; Lloyd, both whom he in his great Courtſhip and Breeding, pull 
their plzin names, without the common little reſpect of to puatlt 
ters, namely 4r. Mr. Cradeck indeed ( of which I ſhallprall 


ſpeak in the next place) finds ſome eſteem and favour of our nw gay. 
lious Expurgatory Indexer ; he daſheth him here, and blots nary ye. 
it is true; and condemns him all oyer, blames him, cenſures lin,# thy 


jv 


all-to-be-calls him, but yer bis faults are brought in with aNev 


Fila 


of 


(5) 


which believe it, 1 
de(;Poſterit it,is an extraord1 
that made bi y owe him a inary kind | 
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ts Opinions ' Zaxter is 00 infullible dat he pretend 
+ ſomewhat apr is very 9 {nfatlible Ret AP Word; 
ni Mr: | borate ſs r other, he Ls agar or Row ponning of 
| - 1s ppolach 3; But ay miſtakeor Through for- 
fr Sh wharf 8 ner to que HA Why, | is the groſs Hot nontga 
Mes fol be ſoa ion their 7» he tells us, Th NEL monia- 
| page Il am Commut fie je aft at Mr .Cra- 
Writings ere-no,worſ no kind of my part h er Conver ſi, 
- this, though as I 0 More indi to Antimoni I do not 
may but diſlike j "5 may be t iſfenſible wor ana I 
bhp yo Dead? yet why ane one (v otions in hi 
v fo Sing | fuppoſe tba In the moſt y not we wi [Z, the werlſt , 
| [ewitine break their Ke dine ly 6 Jaupur able Th ſhouly we a 
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. brious name-and brand him for an Aminsmian, while bis Sou &i ds 


a man for whoſe very ſucceſsful labours.; the Mountains of Ws 
. himſelf a 


.a right view of Mr. Baxrers next inſufficient Itinerant;Mr/o# 
. Powel againſt whom (befides the general accuſations in 


(6) 
tinorians[m and Aniizeſpelliiſea too, when they openly tell the, 
that let a man live how he will, fo he be one of the Church of Ewj C 
(if he deſtroy not himſelf and be nor Excommunicate1 ) they jyy  * 
2 fhall be ſaved, and he hath the Opinion and the hope of the pig. | © 
Church to rely upon? And is this practical Antsnomianiſmthe gg2l © 
of Separation in the Church: of-E-g land- men ? | by i 
Moreover, is every one that Mr. Baxter judgeth Antinomien, wy Þ 4 
to preacu? WasDr: Owen ſo? Was Dr. Twiſsſo ? Was Mr. Rubofylf 
ſo? And was Mr. Sax:er himfelf ſo,when by Twi/s he alſowaty 
ted wich Aminomianiſm? And was that tt himthe Eff={t of Sepay 012 
on ? Onethizg more I will add, that Mr. Crdck and [ have bent fl 
by ſome thar had reaſon ro know) about the tim? of Antinominiy bel 
{ as Mr. Baxter reckoas) was declining from his former way of 
paration, and inclining to a larger way like that of the Church d Tet 
England, or of ſome Preshycerians, or indeed rather to Mr. Buyy! tral 
own way z and was this the cavſe of A;tineomianiſm? 1 would ngh 
thought by any thing [ haveſaid at all; to deſign the Defence of # ten 
monian Principles, againſt which I have the greateſt averſneſs, ty «D 
cover the weakneſs of a1 Eminent man of God, which Mr, Jitrf " 
without any Urgency and to no purpoſe; bur very impertinen (i *! 
{ do not much miſtake ) hath endeavoured to diſcover : [f | dilit 
C as indeed I do )) ſome things in his Writings, I would endeayonrs 
I have reaſon, and I ſee any neceſfliey>to deliver men from thoſerhas 
which 1 judg miſtakes, but openly ts load his perſon with an op 


Heaven, I underſtand neither rhe Piety, the Prudence nor the (lar | 
ty of it, for Mr. Cradeck, (however deſpiſed by Mr. Baxter) wil any re: 
a man of very quick and pregnant natural Parts ( which it 1s te) 
his many avocatjons too much kept. him from cultivating and inp# 
ving a man that had a wonderful ficulty of coming downandbmp 
ing with him the things of God to the meaneſt of his Auditors a 


praiſe Almighty Goodneſs, who ſent many to Heaven, wir 
yo (1 doubt not) js, and where we leave himaatdi 


reach of DetraQion and Calumny, and proceed to conſider and 


ſhares with the reſt of his Country-men) the charge is ver} GotWY nike in: 
very great, namely Mr. Vavaſor Powel was an Antinomian, lor it 
out any diftintion, without any proof or Argumentation; w" 


'S zeleft 


hy dls 


deis plefſed to pronounce him ; now though [ am ore of the unfit” 
eſt perſons living 20 Patronize Artinomierſm, or d:ifend any really 
chargeable with-it ; ſo great an averſeneſs have | io that fort of 
erors; and thowigh I very muci1 fear that too many Diſſenters and 
Lay-C \nformiſts as well as Lay-Separatifts)are roo much tainted with 
amore ref.12d kind of Antinonizni[m,or rather A t:8y angelifor, of ye- 
ryiJ and dangerous conſequence, rhar cannat reliſh thoſe diicourſes 
that put mn earneſtly and warmly upon Repentance, upon ſelf. de- 
zl, upon Obedicnce 2nd Reformation ; eſpecially when they are 
folow:d home, and purſued co their Family ard ſecrer Sins, their 
Reloxed and particulir 1niquities, when they are dealt plainly with, 
2d vigorouſly driven out of all the Faſtneſſ:s of their Luſts and 
Temptations 3 all the retreats of their delays, their excuſes , their 
enafions, and when the needleſs and old faſhioned things called Rege- 
reration and Amendment of life, and are preſſed and enforced upon 
them-from the very neceſſary, the uſeful, and the Scriptural Topicks 
of Divine Threatnirgs, temporal and eternal, will entertain all this 
ith a diſdainful look from above, as heing much below their high 
2d lofty Graces, and their more Evangelical Attainments, and with 
a inconſiderate cenſure of it's being unſuitable to the Spirit and 
genigs of the Goſpel ; 1 wiſh there were none ſuch, and I wiſh we 
may not yet ſmart and be ſeverely laſhed for ſuch pernicious notions, 
(lam afraid ) too much reduced to practice. AU this notwithſtand- 
bg, | humbly conceive Mr. Powel was no Antinomi.er, though he is” 
randed for one by this Reverend Perſon, branded by him withonc 
a5 reaſon, without any mitigating dlitinCtion to allay the heat and 
irpneſs of his charge; Mr. Baxtcr cannot but know muctybetter then 
ſean tell him that there are ſevcral ſorts of Erreticks (I ſay not He- 
ticks) that go under the denomimtion of Antinomian, the moſt 
mos, namely the Familiſtical 5 the more groſs, that hold Juſtifica- 
tion from Eternity, &c. and the groſs of which ſort he would have 
We. Cradock he ; the fine, among whom Mr. Powel (its like) hath 
the favonr to be reckoned; for he 2dds not grols here, which ( it's 
obable he would ) had be thought he ſafely might, fince it is not 
ſkely if he had a greater kindneſs for Mr. Powel, then he had for Mr. 
Cradeck; and Mr. Baxter perhaps will add another fort, which will 
nteinall thoſe that are for Juſtification by Faith oneJy , or that dif- 

kr from him about the conditionality of Works in Juſtification, and 
niether he deſigned Mr. Powe! for this rank, we cannot tell, bur 


aeleft toyveſs in the dark : ——_— a man yould haye —_— 
2 9 - tnac 


(8) 


that.one ſo full of diſtinction asMr.Baxtey is wont to be,and ſocargy 
ro prevent miſunderſtanding equivocal words, would have hen 
jult ro the memory of Mr, Powel (having ſufficiently marked tin 
heretofore, and ſtained his name more then enough in his rancomr Þ jets 
with Mr. 3+2/haw). or at leaſt to his Readers, as to let themknoy iv ul 
which of the Antinomian.Clefſes he would have them place vhisBlefkd W kines 
Soul, for I ſcarce believe he-intended we ſhould reckon him azranky qoile 
Antinomian as Mr, Cradock, he that had a diſtinction ready;the may its, 
ro expoſe Mr. Cradock, might in charity have found one (inſtead Þ yoe 
Mantle) to caſt over Mr. Pewel ; and that he did not, would tear FE 
one to believe that even the Reconciling Mr. Baxter was more ſetyy If dud? 
/ on wounding with his Pen, then healing with his love and tendog Nutt 
But though Mr. Baxter hath no good to ſay of Mr. Pewel, while y  neati 
repreſents him as altogether evil, I will not imitate him in this (dp thing 
in other, many other things I defire it) by hiding what was inde gains, 
very commendab]2 in him formerly, when concerned wich this fane i jel 
Mc-/av ſor Powel : if it prove that Mr. Baxter is grown morſeintly fn * 
particular of his Charity, then he was ſome years ago, I cannorhd £4 wh 
that, 1 doubt not but in other things he grows much better, - ſighs 
In the skirmiſh then between the two ZB*s (who had both thi © cuyot 
ſtings) I mean Mr. Baxter and Mr. Bagſh ww, though the former ws || about 
in-m:ch ſuch a paroxyſm of an Antiſeparating Fever, as of late ay 2100 
ceive he hath been ill of ; yet being blamed by Mr. Bagſhaw, far I tings: 
turbing the duſt of the d:ad, (viz. Mr. Vavaſor Powel) whom he bi And w 
/ jearked for falle, propheſying ; one of his Anſwers is, that wiath I i his 
writ concerning Mr. Powel, was written before ever he heard « caclud 
death : Baxters ſecond admonirion to Mr. Edward Bagſhaw, p. 67.6 £ wtly: 
Bat ſure he hath heard of his death before this time, why doth hea I eere 
trample upon him, and turn his duſt into Circ and filch ? Anotherks Þ wth 
ſwer he gives IS, 1 hat Mr.,Bagihaw made it in a manner (what mat termi 
he doth not ſay) neceſſary to convince him by ſome inſtance that num ©} Man 
enourh for his obſcruatis, p. 68. but in what manner Dr. Owe.nuk 
it neceſſary for him to name Mr. Powel (with the other Well Mit 
ſters) with ſo much reproach, unleſs becauſe Owen is a Wellman, | 
and the Dr. came originally from Wales, who beſides himfelfcanttl | Mi: 
Or was it hecauſe theſe Separate Souls were near enough the gepint I ale (I 
Dodtor (being alrogether in Heaven ) and it was neceſſary to-a- If Wbtr 
vince him ( in order to the bringing of him ro Repentanc ) by | lance 
near inſtances? He further anſwers, That be #amed not Mr. Val 
Powel, but only is companion and Fellow-Priſoner;, but hes mw 
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ny peripkiraſis or deſcription he names him with- the reſt of his. 
y-men: Moreover he adds, That he aid not call him 4 Falſe 
Prgbet; bur here he doth it plainly enough, tho not ipſis terminss, 
mas wticulately as if he had done ſo, for he now fays in this his 
kſver toDr: Owen, p- 28. that YVavaſor Powel (with his. fellow- 
kyeratts ). ſo dangerouſly erred in Doitrine, and they are certainly, 
cefalie Prophets, that by Falſe Prophecies endanger the Souls of 
tes HearerS» then they that only deceive them by ſome miſtake in 
wnoſtication. Moreover Mr. Baxter tells Mr. Bagſhaw, p. 72, of 
lis (econd admonition to him, That he deſires to promote, and not to 
dudthe trus honour of Ar. Powels name, Whether of theſe two he 
lth here) while he chargeth him with Antinomianiſm ( which he 
mentions not to Mr. Bag foaw ) and takes notice of no worth, of no+ 
tiog conynendable in him 3 let who will judge. Moreover once a= 
wit, Mr. Baxter in his Poſticript of the aforeſaid Book; p. 188, 189. 
nofeſſeth himſelf ſorry, and that it, viz.Te Book, was @ more diſplea- 


fu mrkthen formerly, becauſe the Life of Vavaſor Powel was Print- 


d, which had ſo many good things init, that he fearcd leaſt his mention-- 
i his Falſe Prophecies ſhould abate their exemplary uſe ;, ( and yet he 
cucot forbear giving him tother laſh in his following Paragraph, . 
outpraying for Mag iftrates ; but will not his calling him Antinomi- 
a180n, abate their exemplary uſe as much ? Are there no good 
tings in his life now, that uothipg good is here mentioned of him ? 
ll what need had Mr. Baxrer again to grieve and diſpleaſe himſelf 
ſe his late expoſing this Exemplary Preacher ? For I cannot but 
axclude he hath ſomewhat more reaſon to be tronbled' now then for- 
terly. ' Upon the whole, it may (1 conceive ) by an. eaſyLogick be 
erred that either Mr. Baxter is grown worſe, or Mr. Powel is fo ; 
ntthslatter, for tho? there be reperting in heaven, it is not as yet 
Etmined by Mr. Baxter that there is any growing worſe there; 
wreanit be thought that Mr. Powe/ turned Antizomien fince he went 
wHearen ; and if he had been ſo before; it is too probable Mr. Bag- 
head the world together ſhould have been told of it; nor indeed 
WbMr, Baxter undertake to prove (tho it's true be ſays it) that 
Mc. Powel was an Antinomian while he was on Earth, nor will he be 
ale (Ihope) to doit, while he is here ; and in heaven, ( where I 
(Wwbt not but he will meet Mr. Powe/) there will -be no need, no al- 
brace of, nox room for villifyin g and detraCting. Syllogiſms, and to 
Mr, Baxter right, he muſt not be imagined ſo uncharitable as to 
Wak Mer, Powel is not there, for he acknowledgeth, that he was more 
| ere: 


(20-3 
here a religious, diligent and worthy perſon, in his ſecond Admotitiuy ; 
72. and indeed ſo he was, and ſo much ſo was he, that jt lyesoot pic 
the power, no not of Mr. Baxrers Pen to leſſen his Repntation, mg, 
all abate his eſteem amongſt thoſe that knew him. A man inde, - 

 gably induſtrious, unweariedly laborious in his Studies, andinhin;Þ 

- Hiſterial performances for a long time of great. _— of Body.ullfl;ch 
equal vigour of mind, both which (while out of Priſon) he refith " 
imployed in the Service of God, and yery ſucceſsful endeavoyy on 
ſave the Souls of men ; who turned his Priſon intoan Acadeny, uf, 
proceeded thence an excellent Philoſopher, an Expert Phyſician, w4 " ] 
very accompliſhed Divine. He preached naturally, and tha fy, 
times with little ſtudy (becauſe very frequentiy) to far better yy - 
poſe then thoſe Clergy-men that take a whole twelve month to ta E h 
a Sermon ; a greater command of his ownand his Auditors Aﬀettng -w 
no man not Apoſtolically quallified could have his Parience, (v 
called-to ſuff:r) was fo great that it ran parallcl with hi (edyloy 4. w 
tivity when he was todo; and a larger Commendition of that yl. 

ſive Vercue in any one, cannot vvell he given ; if any can ( vvhane ho 

it be )) that vvkich reſided in his Breaſt, 2nd appeared in-all his tay yeh 
bles, abundantly deſerves ir ; leſs reſplendent then vvhich, his red 
could not he, for ſo prodigiovs, fo not to be parallell*d vvas it, thy ls.1 
may he ſaid vyithout Hyperbole.'that he feared not the face, nor rep 
the fury of the moſt menacing, moſt mighty Mortal ; ywbo i iwhis 
and ſuffzred all things ſo vvell, that (vvichout doubt) he is log Wie: 

entred into the Joy of his Matter, and vehom therefore ve ned wy 14 

fut ther vindicate. Paſs rvetnerefore to the 12ſt Brie: Miniſter, þ 

Horgan Lloyd, wrhom Mr. B :xter is pleaſed very repreachfulj 

miirepreſent to che World; for vehoem yet there vvill be no needy 

make any large Apology, fiace he doth not charge him vvith any 
ricularerror,as he doth the reit; herells us indeed that he is hmy 

- Priut, but ſo is Mr. Baxter allo by his Apheriſms, and by his Conn yh 

Wealth, vvhich yer (1 hope) Is not /dly deſtitute cf the Spirit ; nothi 

ſafer good Forms ſhould be read, then that he ſhould Preach; both 

he ſeems to aſſert (tho queſtion-vviſe) (if vve vvill be fo uncharitak 
as to believe him) concerniyg theſe four Welſh Minifters altogtti 

] have been credibly informed by one that then inhabited Freziu, 

that a Soldier vvho in great rage and malice thruſt dovvn his Smorly 

far as he could into Mr. 2 .rgan Lleyd*s Grave, preſently fel il, ali Few] 

2 ſhort timedyed, probably of the Wonnd he gave or deſigned! 

. give the Dead Corps of that Bleſſed Soul s Ar. Baxter: _—_ 


8.5 8 a 
LL; mach the ſame, only his Pen rexcherth mach deeper, and 
iy 0. 44bigher to0-then his Predeceſſors Sword, aud is like to do much 
Dot reexecurion UPON his Name: then that did upon his Body; 1 wiſh 
Mg fy, Baxter 4 betcer Office, and a better Pacrern ; Repentance for 
Gf mation 2nd forgiveneſs of it too, leaſt top ſoon the punitive 
50 wolf his (I fear) much diſpkaſed God: orertake, and Chaſten him 
palfchigindecent thruſt of his Pen into the Sepulchreof the Dezd ; for 
fel Wi rery Excellent 4 rſt er dit leaſt of all deſerve to be thus conju- 
wn 6 yup by 244. Baxters and made to appear to all his Readers in ſnch 
» al giply and very frightful vizor z for Mr. Morgan Ll:yd (under 
wd1ff 4, Baxzers favour) was 2 Perion in whoſe charaQtzr we can ſcarce 
foe ene by giving either too good or too great a on: of him: He was 
Þ-Yenrardinary for his love to his Country-men, to whoſe Souls: ſer- 
fad cefie was efitirely devoted» for which jthe was eminently quallified, 
og Nv the deepeſt croeſt Welſ-man and the moſt abſolute Zr:t:ſh Ora- 


I | : . 
(+ atayhindrance to his Engliſh Fluency extraordinary for the preg- 


MY racyof his fancy, the tenaciouſneſs of his memory, and the early 
rt Bf utreneſs of his Parts, being but forty when he dyed : Extraordi- 
MY ugyfor bis Charity, which was univerſal, got at all confined to Par- 
i F:ignd perfraſions, far the holineſs of nis life, diligence in his Stu- 
(tis, mwearied meditation, ſpiritualizingof all things, and for his 
reſimpattial and unprejudiced ſearches after truth, extraordinary 
ishomifity, meckneſs, moderation, his great ſeriouſneſs, and al- 
ms ready bounty to the poor, which ( like the Sun) ſhone upon 
te had 28 well as the good, and very extraordinary for his ſtri&t e- 
(ration of his Children, for his .gravity, which was neither ſtarcht 
xr ſoperciulions,but real and obliging, whereby he awed all Come 
ies he came into ; and for a ſtrange and unuſual Majeſty which he 
«te in the Pulpit, not forced nor affeA:d, bur natural, yet very 
lkwealy and ſpiritual ; in a word, there was no good thing ordinary 
tin, but al [Karezoken] by way of eminency. Suchea perſon was 
tis Mr. Morgen Lloyd, and ſure ſuch an one could not be fo dange- 
man as Mr. Baxter traduceth him ; no, he waz many ways be- 
xkidl to the world, but never prejudiced nor injured it at all, ex- 
notething (and that he could not help) wich was, that he 
itfo ſoon; See and behold (good Reader) Mr. Bexrers ſuffici- 
«pernicious Preachers, O wonder (as well thou may'ſ) what in 
word ſhould make fo Worthy a Divine, te ſo little purpoſe, and 
bneeſſeily todefame theſe Holy Bleſſed Souls. 
| Quneries 
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jerhaps that ever was in the Miniſterial FunQion, and this with- 
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CONCERNING 


SEPARATION 


1. Query. VV when one of two Examples (in Divinelh 
© ſhip). is to be followed ;, either. that of Chill 


mean, wherein he may be, and ( it is granted ) ſhould be imtat 
where the Imitationis not called for by other Cuftoms and Commai 
and his Primo-primitive Churches that kept to his Pattern; ortin 
any o ther ſubſequent Church, that either ont of its on tal 
out of Aﬀettation or Inclination to reſemble ſome other Chad, 
in Obedience to humane Commands,varies from Chriſts Exanyt 
any ſtated external Modes of Divine Worſhip ; Whetherintwa 
is it not a Duty to follow Chriſts Example, and a Sin rathertoany ; 
the other ? : | 

2, Whether we are not at all times to follow the beſt Examyle, wi 
that .of-our Bleſſed Lord ? 

3. Whether the Command of any Magiftrates, or the Cullmd 
Church, can take off our Obligation to be Followers of Chriſt, 8. Ju 
thoſe Churches that indeed falowed Chriſt, as far as they dh! 
mean ſtill in things wherein he and they may be followed. ' 

4. Whether it 4s a ſinful Separation to leave any Church, wa 
leaves or differs from Chriſt, or to ſeparate from them in thei u# 
frombim ? Whether it be not a Duty, and not a Sin, to infut® 

follow the Example and Condut of the Head, , rather than thitot 
differing Member or Members ? Whether It 'be n6t every Cn 
Duty to keep cloſe to Chriſt's Example, ant! thoſe Chorches thi 
ſo; as if he or they were now in being on Fafth,” as thyM 
without taking notice of the different Practices of other Une 
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And whether they are not guilty of ſinful Separation that refuſe t® 


do fo * 
F Whether Chriſt and his ApeStles prayed by any For ms not compoſed 
thtir own (Gifts ? and, Whetwer ther Gifts of Prayer without Ferns, 


Bf are ex1r ordinary, nor to be attained by, nor found in Miniſters not ex- 


randinarily inſp;red? If ſo, How come the Miniſters of the Church 
of England to pray by their own Gifts, before or after Sermon ? If 
got ſo, Are they not alwayes bouhd to follow Chriſt's and his Apo- 


| ſtles Examples in their way of Praying by the Exerciſe of their own 


Gifts? Are they at any time allowed ro hide their own Talents in a 
Napkin, and make uſe of their Brothers, or yet of their Fathers ? If 
ence; why not a ſecond, a third time, and ſo on, as often as they 
nleaſe? Whether if they fin in the negle of the Exerciſe of their 
Gifts, when they are to pray for, and with, and in the name of the 
People, and the Prayer 1s the Peoples Prayer as well as the Miniſters, 
nd the Reople know before hand, that the Omijſſion or negledt is 


uy tfpned and reſolved upon, and will be, (if the Form be uſed ) have 
@ rot they a ſhare in the Gwilt as well as he ? And the rather have they 


rt, becauſe if the people would not joyn with him in the Form, would 
not the Miniſter likely negleX the Form, and uſe his Gifts, and ſo 

erent the Sins ? Are not the People therefore ſomewhat too much 
thecauſe of the Miniſters Sin, and doth it not thereby become their 


S om? And if it be ſaid, as it is often by Mr. Baxter, that if we will © 


jojo with no Prayer but a faultleſs one, we muſt joyn with none at 
al, ace all Prayers (as well thoſe that are put up by the proper Gifts 


W cfthe Miniſter, as thoſe by forms) are faulty : To which I Query, Is 
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tere no difference between the fore-known reſolved upon, conſtant 
lated faults in the ſetled External Mode or manner of Worſhip, thar 
ly be avoided by another mode or manner, and the unknown ( as to 
particulars ) reſolved and Rtriven againſt, and accidental Infirmities 


K Perſons in their Worſhip, that without an exchange of faults, can 


by noother way be well avoided ? Becauſe men cannot pray perfe&tly, 


"HY they therefore pray finfully ? Becauſe a man cannot pray without 
"y Tadring thoughts, may he therefore be ordered ſo topray? Or may 


lefield to ſuch Orders ? Becauſe a Miniſter may be accidentally guil- 


| !70t Tautologies in his Prayer by his own Gifts, may he therefore 
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ſitlethem in his Prayers, and reſolve for ever to repeat them ? Or if 
ethſo, may he be countenanced in ſo doing by joyning with him ? 


F 1 0ch queſtion ix, eſpecially if it turn into ſuch a form that I am 
"y iter to joya with all the Parts, Modes, _ Expreſſions of it, when [ 


Joyn 


- 
we "mY ——_— . —_ 
IEA” MINT OO Ri, FEE rin ne p BE 
wy —_—_ = mY 8 3 —_— = 
__ Pg wy — a ws WO. 0 — 


” — " 
CoM 


( 14. ) 


| | igned 


fore-hand to be as duely as he Prays, guilty of ſuch vain andidle 2 oy - 


Wheth 
the ! 
x00t t. 


Worlh 
yen 


Whether A&ions do not commonly ſignify what they are comma laſt ſe: 
taken to ſignify as well as Words ? And practice and external A Wiſs m 


eth ſeveral Attions and ſtated Modes of Worſhip in the LorkWFÞ mann 
Service ſinful, ) to abſent himſelf from the Common-Prayer, tal Fc, ... 
Specch or any other way equally fignificative, . to expreſs his Dili! Smarat 
Whether the Law-makers Civil and Eccleſiaſtical, did in the nal I jy} 4 
or do in the Executing the Laws that require Attendance upon tt ton 
Common- Prayer, deſign or allorv leave to the Attendants todlll a Wo 
any parts of the publick Service they are to joyn with? Andy jel 
parts, or how many, or whether all? If not, Whether it be a” tare 
dalous Appearance of owning all to them ? And whether Mr, 3«v J t4,q 
who is ſo tender of Scandalizing the Magiſtrates, ſhoald be gull” jyjjy 
ſuch a Scandal, and preſs others to be fo too ? Whether the le, 
makers in the Erating of thoſe Laws, did only defign to bringma" 
Church, 8s men bring the ir Dogs with them there, barely tobe g 
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vt? Or whether they did not, and do not defign and require ſuch 
* [:nreſence as 1 expreſſive of Approbation ? Wether if willing de- 
\ [gned Abſence doth ſignify Difſert, willing deſigned preſence doth not 
0 Conſent * Whether if preſence doth not ſignify Approbation of 
Ibis bad, it can ſignify Approbation of what is good in the ſame 
I ivorhip? And how it can do ſo of the one, and not of the other ? 
Whether if preſence do not ſignify conſent, a man may not be preſent 
uf: the Maſs, or any Idolatrous or ſinful Worſhip in the World ? And 
Eirotthis againſt the Determination of our Proteſtant Caſuiſts, as 
KBjiſop Hall, and Mr. Baxter himſelf? And how many ſtated Sins, 
JBd how much of the Maſs, or any other finful Worſhip (1 mean 
Mcflin the fixed ſtated external manner of the Worſhip which may 
|} zroided, not the inward unfixed Frame and Diſpoſition of the 
WU vert per, Which becauſe of the ImperfeCtion ( lefs ore more )) of 
- | =; (argue be throughly avoided ( which yer ſure muſt not 
 Fterefore be reſolved upon ) may a man joyn with externally, or at 
\Fiz& ſcandalouſly ſeem to do fo, without Sin ? And how much of the 
Bi: muſt there be in any Worſhip to make it ſinful to joyn in it ? 
& B iicther a Proteſtant that underſtands Latine may be preſent at the 
ns? And whether it be a Sin to be preſent at it in Latize, and none 


[beſo when it is in Englih, for him who underſtands both Langua- 
tis? Whether all Proteſtant Schollars may go to Maſs, ſo they keep 
'F thic conſent to themſelves, and do ne otherwiſe then by preſence 
jj" yith the Worſhipping of Angels, Saints and Images, and the 
* B pofeſſng of Tranſubſtantiation ? Whether there is nothing in the 
" Y ards-day- Service of the Maſevil , befides the laſt mendioned Par- 
"Ftakrs? And whether there be ſomething bad in the Maſs, which 
; N 5 g00d ( orat leaſt tollerable ) in the Common-Prayer ? Whether 
j inn may have local Communion with any Church in the uſe of any 
; Wexcept Idolatry ? And doth Idolatry-only of all Sins make local 
"| *paration, orabſenting of Perſons from Workip, juſtifiable or law- 
hl? And why preſence with Idolatry in Worſhip, implies conſent 
' 9,and approbation of it, or is ſinful, and preſence with other Sins 
; | * Vorſhip doth not, and is not ſo? Whether a man may lawfully 
, keel with the Papiſts betore Images ( reſerving his thoughts and in- 
| | =tohimſelf ) while they are at their publick ſolemn Worſhip of 
| kn! And whether the preſence of a Poſture or Geſture doth more 
any conſent and approbation, then the preſence of the Perſon ? 
Wietherevery good Chriſtian ought not to reſolve to have no local 
C 2 Commus*- 


{ 16 ) 
Communion with any,Church in any Sizy (i.e, ſtated Sin of the War: 
ſhip, not the worf pper ) no more then in Idolatry ? Ang gb 
they ought not rather ts Worſhip God im private” ( as Mr, Baxty F 
they ought ia the Caſe of [dolatry ) unleſs they can have bette: yi 
lick Worſhip? And whether they that do ſo, do ſeparate fron 
moſt of the Churc#, or rather from a Tyrannical Corrupt Sett or Schil ” 
And whether even 5 ts them, they do not hold mental Communimng;ll *® 
them in Chriſtianity, and in all that is good. and ſound ? nl 

Whether God 1s ſo fond of Publick Worſhip, or the Worſt - 
the Multitude, even when a great part (if not the greateſt) oft 
are notorious publick Sinners, of whom we may ſay without k 
breach of charity, though not without ſorrow, that they make off 
a credible profcſſion of Chriſtianity, as to be more pleaſed nith, of © 
delighted in it; when (beſides the perſonal infirmitics of the Wl} , 7 
ſhippers ) it hath ſin ſetled and ſtated in it (with which the Kg 

ippers muſt joyn, or ſeem to joyn) then with Private Fanih > 
Cloſet Worſhip, that hath no ſin fixcd in ir) even when thepri: 
Worſhip is more :difying and beneficial to the Soul, and God's 
is more ſanQified by it? And whether God obligeth men rate 
ſerve him by the former, then by the latter ? Whether he mor #Þj- 
proveth of a corrupt thing offered by a great number of Sinn 
then with a Male out of the Flock of a few ? And Chriſt wil dear 
with meny to do ſomewhat without his order or leave, then 
two or three that gather together in his Name ? And laſtly wide 
Þ:mily-Worſhip was not once the Publick Worſhip, and whetie 
ſhould not be reduced to Families again (when the Orderersd 
more publick Worſhip require ſinful conditions of Worſhip) x 
whether ſuch Family Worſhip in ſuch a caſe be nor ſuſficieathp 
lick in the Account of God, and more acceptable to him? Alt 
mean, ſuppoſing tiat without fraud, fear or deceit, we indeedari 
meet ina greater number then that of Families, tho in leſs that 
of Churches : If ir be ſaid that my Queries concerning joyning ns welt. 
the Sins of Forms by pzeſence, are as much againſt joyning nits tat 
faults of conceived Prayer by pretence, and it {tif be urged tha he 

Complyers do no more joyn with the faults of Forms then theV- 


( 
ſenters do with thoſe of conceived Prayers that are not Forms; ar 
this I further Qnery. | | : lf tel 

1. Whether (ſuppoſing that 'we cannot joyn with any or" at all 
Prayer (or Worſhip) without joyning or ſeeming to joyn yitd 3 be) 


or with what is ſinful Call Worſhip being faulty) It is not ol - 
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tojoyn with the leſs ſinful, and our Sinto joyn with that which is 
ore ſo, upsn the ſuppoſition that we muſt joyn with oac of them ? 
And whether It Is not a Sin to joyn with either of them, if iwdecd 
we can yield God a better private Wot tbip, wherein we joyn with 
z0$in, Whereis there 1s none ( I mean til] in- the Worſhip, nor the 
Worſhippers ) Whether God doth at any time make it our duty to 
porſkip him in a ſinful excernal manner,when we may do it otherwiſe ? 

2. Whether that 1s not a more ſinful Worſhip that hath ſorae Sin 
eſtabliſhed 1n Its matter, or external mode or manner; then that which 
hath not? Whether it be not a Sin to joyn with the ſormer, rather 
"Y then the latter. And whether any fears or atual Suff:rings ſhow! 4 
make us rake up with the former, or quit the Jatter, ſuch force ex- 
cepied, that renders 1t impoſſible to maintain and continue in it ? 
3, Whether there be any better way of managing Publick Prayer, 
then cicher that by the gifts of the Miniſter, or that by Publick 
OT Komn Forms? And whether the PraQtice of the Apoſtles, and the 
Primitive Chriſtians in cheir times, ſhould not make ns give the Pre: 
ferfence to the former, as being leſs ſinful, and more to edification ; 
ſacethe ableſt Writers for publick Forms of Prayer (if I do ner 
mc miſtake ) do not prezend to prove that they were ordinarily 
thenin uſe ? Or can ir be thought thar all Publick Miniſters in thoſe 
tines were alwayes infallibly inſpired in Pablick Prayer ; ſo that they 
could not be guilty of ſuch miſtakes therein, as thoſe who now pray 
by their own Gifts, are lyable to ? 

4 Whether there be nor theſe plain differences between joyning in 
Pablick Prayer put by the Gifcs of the Miniſter ( appointed by God 
ſotodo) ſuppoſing it be not a Known Form of his own compoling z 
(#hich ſeems to me to be quice another thing from reading or ſay- 
log a Prayer, compoſed and impoſed upon him, by others) 1 
ay whether there be not theſe evident differences between joyning 
fith the one and the other kind of Publick Prayer ; 1. That it ſeems 
#auft reaſon, and the very light of Nature for any to require or ex- 
ſelt (eſpecially in fo ſerious and ſolemn a thing as Gods Worſhip 
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Mat it is; without this condition, as for 4s they jhall cr ſhould approve 
| 7 #. And therefore if any ſhould take theſe perſons to joyn with 
te bad as really as the good, they would not thereby offend againſt 
tie light of nature, and the ſcandal is not altogether taken, and not 
a 1 given ? And whether therefore it is not (or at leaſt ſhould not 
be) taken for granted by all, that no man joyns.yith, or conſents to 


that perſons ſhould conſent 40 joyn with any thing before they know | 
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any thing in the conceived (or as it 1s ſometimes I think miſcalky) 
extemporate Prayer of another; but what he approves of in it? (f 
be here argued (as often it hath been) That therefore Publich Fyy 
are to be preferred before Conceived Prayer, becauſe we know befart-hay 
what we aretejoyn with : To which I Qnery, Whether at leaſtthos 
that thus argue, and thoſe who approve of this Argument, and theb 
who for this reaſon, order and command the uſe of Publick Fo 

ſhould not be underſtood to conclude that thoſe who are preſent x 
them, conſent to every part of them unleſs they ſufficiently tefij 
their diſlike; and whether they do not give them juſt ſcandal by thi 
preſence ; whether indeed they are more certain before- hand of th 
Words or Matter they ſhall joyn with, then thoſe who joynwithC< 
ceived Prayer, offered by thoſe Miniſters that have ſufficiently en; 
denced their ſoundneſs in Doctrine, and the holineſs of their lon, 
For may not ſome Reader through jgnorance, careleſsneſs, or willy. 
neſs (if he be corrupt in DoQrine, and hath a mind to diſſemixte 
errors) add too, or diminiſh from the Form ? What amends cak 
made; but what may be in the other caſe ; namely, a reproof or « 
fure according to the nature of the Crime ? Whether the praflicd 
the Church inthe Apoſtolical Primitive times, and the examplad 
the Apoſtles themſelves (who did not generally (if at all) uf pi 
lick Forms of Prayer) do not, or ſhould not determine the doubt fi 
Conceived Prayer, for was there not as much reaſon then for the yo 
pte ( the Uubelieving as well as Believing Jews and Gentiles; 
of Loth ſorts (no doubt of it) they had Auditors good ſtore) fi 
them I ſay then to know before: hand, as well as the Lay-people nn, 
what they are to joyn with ? And was not a fixed order of Vid 
in Pablick Worſhip as neceſſary then, as it is now, to prevent it 
foiſting in of errors into the Chriſtian- Churches ? Then when tier 
were many ſubtle Philoſophers, and many cavilling Jews ready ut 
all occaſions to find fault with the way of the Chriſtians, and jeti 
enough, and ridicule too much the religious Phraſes, or exprefius 
and there were many ſuch.in the diſcourſes, and the Publick Worlh, 
of the Followers of Jeſus, that ſeemed to them unintelligible N 
ſence, and inſignificant Jargon : then when there were many Pu 

Preachers in the Churches whiqþ were not accademically educatedat 
therefore were the more1ikely to expoſe themſelves : Could not it 
be thought all of them miraculouſly inſpired in all their Public 
er; and when though the Apoſtles were at ſome times, and in (a 
things infallibly inſpired, yet can it be thought that they RR 
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> mall their Publick Prayers and Offices? And if this could be ſuppo- 
ſed, yet. can-it be meaned that the Heathens and Unbelieving Jews did 
teljeve them ſo, before they believed in Chriſt? And therefore ſince 
theſe Chief, theſe firſt and fundamental Miniſters, though they were 
Apoſtles, though they were extraordinary Officers, and infallibly in- 
ſpired for Pablick Works, and for the uſe and benefit of the then ſuc- 
ceeding Churches, yet fince they were not believed ſo by the incredu- 
lous Infidels (though ſometimes Hearers ) and other ordinery Preach- 
ers were not ſo by the Chriſtiars themſelves, was there not the ſame 
xeceſſity in thoſe times as there is in ours , that Publick Forms ſhould 
teinnented ? And wno more fir to do ic, both for themſelves and o0- 
thers, then the infallible and Ocacular Apoſtles. 
And let it be further conſidered, whether the Convenience cf know- | 
ins before-hand what one 1s to joyn wi.h, do ballance, or is equiva- - 
kat with that ſudden, un?xpected ſmiting of the AﬀeCtions, ( which 
ne penerally the Principles of all conſiderable changes in the minds 
and lives of men |) that ſeem more ordinarily to accompany conceived 
Prager z which is it not very apparent in the plainly greater Effes 
pic any unexpected, un-fore-known Sermon or Spzech hath, then 
thoſe ſet Speeches and Homilies whoſe Words and Sentences are be- 
fore-known and accuſtomed to, though ſometimes they are more ma- 
terial, more to the purpoſe, and more Subſtantial? And in the next 
pacel Qery, Whether it can be reaſonably expected that the join- 
ers with conceived Prayer ſhould as effeually and publickly expreſs 
their diſſent from what is bad, as they do by preſence and ſilence their 
conſent to what is good ? For when ſhould they do it ? Before the 
enoneous Expreſſion is nttered ? But how can they know it before 
they hear it, and the ſaid Sentence is done ? Should they when it is 
mer? But then the MiniſteFperhaps is got to a very Orthodox and 
uexceptionable one ; and would it not be to leſs Edifi cation, and 
likely to leſs purpoſe, to make ſich a Diſturbance and Confuſion, 
then to let the Miniſter go on in his Prayer ? If after all is dove, it is 
lkethe people will be all goinz,and will by no means be perſwaded to 
[ay to hear what every Exceprionift bath toſay, and it is very doubt- 
ful whether he can remember every Word as it is uttered, and whe- 
ther hedoor no, may it not occaſion greater Difference, and greater 
vilthen his open teſtifying his diſlike would do good ? But it is much 
ugcd, and that frequently by Mr. Bexter, that a conceived Prayer is 
6really a Form to the people, as a Form is one to the Miniſter. 
Tomtich 1 Query, ( 1. ) Whether if it be a Form to them, it is 
| not 
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rot one of Gods ordering for them ? And if it could be proved thy 
Biſhops, or Miniſters, or the Church, were ordercd by God ſomay 
years ago, or more latcly, to appoint the preſent Mipiſters Forms! 
worſhip. ( that have Gifts of their own to that purpoſe) orthaith 
Gods will that thoſe who have no publick Gifts fit for the mani 
of publick Worſhip, ſhould yet be publick Church Officers, whether 


molt of the Separatiſts would not ſoon ceaſe to be ſo; and ſubmit y 


. Forms which they acknowledge of Gods ordering for them? 
( 2.) Whether by a Form of Prayer in this Controverſy, weought 
not to underſtand, ſucha before-known Order of Words, fromwhic 
there isno varying ? Whether any Miniſter againſt Forms of Prager 
doth before hand know all theWords which,and juſt the Order whers 
in, he ſhall uſe them in bis intended Prayer, and adſolutely reſolve yp. 
On no Addition nor Diminution ? And if it be no Form at all, whe- 
ther It can be onc to the People ? And whether the Pcople's nothe 
fore hand knowing the Words and Order thereof, which they mif 
joyn with inPrayer makes it a Form ; ſince as It is reckoned, the great 
Property of Forms of publick Prayer Eſtabliſhed for common ute, iy 
that all the parts and Order of them are known before-hand ? 

( 3.) Whether the publick conceived Prayers of 2 Paſtor orer a 
ny People, ( appointed to be ſo by God) made and put up in thei 
names, be not to be reckoned their own Prayers, invented and ofer- 
ed up by their own Gifts, namely the Gifts of their Miniſter, wh 
God hath made theirs; and requires and 2ccepts of, rather then ifthy 
did every one particularly & perſonally expreſs and put up thelrpnj: 
ers for themſelves ? If fo, How few ſcruple ſome forms of Prayertit 
are made up, and preſented by the Perſons own gifts, eſpecialiy witt 
they arenot abſolutely ryed up to ſuch a particular Order of nad 
and matter-without any Addition or diminution ? Ho little 1th 
ſo celebrated an ObjeRion to our purpoſe ? Is not the Miniſter in Pub 
lick worſhip the:mouth of the People ? I find this indeed denyed don 
Tight by ſome late Divines who have Charitably endeayoured theptr 
ſwading and proſelyting of Lay-Difſznters into Communion: butt 
Remember the very great and eminent Dr. Joſeph Acad, ſereti 
rimes aſſerts it,and I think ſcarce any ever denyed it, except ſomeln 
of late to ſerve a turn in defence of formsand indeed doth it not ſe 
2 very certain truth ? For if it were not ſo, would it not follow thi 
the Miniſter in the Publick Prayers aCts as a private Perſon? 4 
ifhe doth ſo there & then when, or where doth he appearin2puvlG 
capacity! And where ſhould he rather dojt,then in thePublick w_ 
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Would it not likewiſe deprive him of half his Work and Office (and 
aiſequently of his honour,and 4c j#rcof his reward too. } For what is 
| vherein doth lye the main of his Pablick Work andOffice, unleſs in 


ring and Preaching; the firſt in the a2me of the People to Ged, the 
reond in thename ofGod to thePeople?If he repreſents not thePeople 
the Former,what Publick place doth he hear therein?Bzſides, do not 
kneEpiſcopal Divines hold LhatPreach ing is noOrdinance ofChrilt 3 
alnopart of Worſhip? And can that be part of the Publik Office or 
Work of a Miniſter, which Chrift hath not Ordained, and which is 
wpact of Worſhip? And thoſe that conſent in, and hold both theſe 
ginons, do they leave the Miniſter any Pudlick Work at all ? And 
i the Miniſter be the mouth of his people, and his ntterance, inten- 
tonand all his Publick Giits, theirs, (which is implyed in theexpreſ- 


Um ) how can their own Prayer, framed by their own publick inven- 
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tion,und uttered hy their own Gift of utterance ; namely, that which 
(od hath given them for publick uſe, eſpecially when the Miniſter 
(oth not ſtint himſelf as to words, or the order of them, (thovgh 
knetimes itmay fall our that It is not varied) how (1 ſay) can this 
ka inpoſed form npon the people ? (4) How can that be a form 
inpoſed upom the people that is uſed by the Miniſter, by the conſent 
ud appointment both of God and the people ? 

Qrery 6 Whether the fi-F Reformers from Rome did well in ſepara» 
Ine from hey in and for Modes and Ceremonies, no more expreſly forbid- 
lathe Scriptures then anrs (ftull retained) are? If they only ſepara- 
& in and for Idolatry, and falſe Doctrines, why did they for- 
as why did they not joyn with their innocenr Modes and Ceremo- 
us, commanded by the Magiſtrates? And do the French Prote- 
irs that remain in France, and in the Proteſtant Faith alſo, joyn 
"th; nd unite with the Papiſts in, or do they ſeparate from thoſe 
byid Modes; Forms and Ceremonies; which we till receive ? If 
te tter; (as Iſuppoſe they do) why are they juſtifyed, and the | 

Yparatiſts condemned ? How come the firſt Reformers, and 

Inch Proteſtants to be cleared aad admired; and the preſent Lay- 
Araers to be accuſed and blamed) ſince their caſes ſeem ſo vear a- 
liz? [fir be ſaid, But the Proteſtants ſeparate from the Papiſts, for 
kalatry and Falſe Dodrines ; 1 Query, and for nothing elſe ? Why 
Othey not then joyn with them as far 3s theycan? or ſhould we not 
at more charitably conclude that they inded go as far as they can ? 

7. 15 it a bard Controverſy with Mr. Baxter, mhether he 
D 


muſe 
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muſt ſeparate frem Papiſts? And what doth he mean yin 

X4r. Bax- in anſwer to an objection, he too plainly intimates thai 
ers Arſ, is more «bſcure whether he ſhould ſeparate from the I» of C 

toDr.Ow- piſts, then from the Egl;þþ Liturgilts ? I hope through ti ud 

ens Poft- over hafty zeal againſt Separarion, he hath here miſreqr | jar 

ſeript, ſented himſelf,and that he is not indeed ſo inclinedtojylþ jt 
P. 14s with the Papilts, as here he ſeems; bur ſure he cam frin 
bur ſee how eaſy it were hence to expoſe him, but Iforkes,  2gre 
becauſe I donht not but he hath wronged himſelf; yet 1 of Mod 
not. tell but he may come- aff. with a diſtinCtion ;, though for wil bl. 
part, | know not haw. But from what follows in the fin ding 
page, I would further query, Whether thoſe that will not goto Mijinlſ ad i 
PopiſhCountrys,muſt be able to prove that at this day allPapiſtiin them ace 
are but about the fourth part of theChriffianWorld; that it pasmttiin}.nven 
days of our King John, and their Innocent the Third, that a Gun they 
Councel decreed 1ranſubſtantiation, that a great part of their omun worlh 
conſented tothis, and that few of the people underſtood or bilievednyg1,Þ Free! 
Ang muſt none but thoſe that can prove all this, refuſe to goto ii] 9p 
But that I muſt needs judge better of Mr. Baxter frem his otheren-IÞ nere* 
lent Writings, ſuch an Iznorant «m I (though I hope me #*G 

Anſ.to of the Ph. 1. G's) that I ſhould under ſtand him fo: Ikeff Hr: 
Dr. Owen by ſuch anſwers of his, that he was a little gravelldwifh ere! 

2.29, , the objection which hethere raiſeth, -aad could nol 


7) : | 

| Rs 8.  Whenizsthe Sin of 4 Duty by its evilpridur (ation: 

p. 10. of ' nant a minſt the good of duty, ” ſo as to mate thewif th 
Bax.Doub, rejefted of God, and conſequently to maky it unlanſulug 
Def. f.g. mithic ? VVhen may we know it co be ſo ? 'VVinthet 
be not, very.hard ?. And whether a man may jojanite 

ny VVorſhip till he can.prove, and- knows that the evil'is prediar 
nant ? VVhether the evil muſt be predominant. extenſively or ut | 
ſively, or both ways ? 'V Viiether three parts of four, or it ki 
greateſt part of the V Vorſhip muſt be evil, and whether there 
ſuch VVorſhip in the world, or at leaſt the Chriſtian; ( andIni Us. 
add the Mihemetin) world z or waether the evil muſt be intenln 


predominant ? VVhetherjr muſt be ſome great ſin ( and anyormid _ 
imall ſins will not. do) 22 Biolpheay.ldolacry, &c? And whichat a0 


what thole gre t ſins are;thar being inV Vorſhip,, will make ifs 
to joyn with it? A1l why great ſins will not leſs,eſpecially whenth 
are greatned by willf1lneſs, being againſt kn owledg and Or 
ſtant returning to them in their ſtated ſeaſons, and my" 
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tier ſom 
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tem? VVhether God may not accept of ſuch VVorſhip, where the 
ailis predominant (ſuppoſing the three Perſons in the Trinity, the 
ect of the Worſhip, and ir be offered up through and in the noms 
Þf of Chriſt) from thoſe that are 1nvInctbly tgnorant, who have boeny 


vr dare without means and light, whereby to know the evil of ir, and: 


ere pardon the ignorant, Offe:ders z, and yer at the ſame time vtterly rc- 
ld þ& it from thoſe who know the evil, and yet preſume to live in of- 
fring up their falſe Fire ? Whether wafhing of bands, Air. 15, was 
greatevil?V Vhecter it was more forbidden then the Irregularitics » 
Modes and Ceren.onies of ſome Liturgies and Churches with whom 
Mr, Baxter thinks It no Sin to joyn? Whether the evil of wa- 
hing of hands was predominazt againſt all the good that the Fews did, 
7 md intended in and by their Worſhip ? Whether it is not the plain 
will fence of our Saviour, thit thoſe who worſhip God by ſuch fancies and 
ty $.imentions of men (whateger conceits they may havt of them ) tho? 
they are recommendcd by tradition, and commanded by men, they 
worſhip God in vain ? Whether Mr. Baxter can prove that thoſe 
Precepts of men the Prophet {ſa:ah and our Saviour ſpeaks of, vere 
61 thihps fergned to be nceeſſary atts of Obedience to God, (when, as it it 
mere 0n purpoſe to prevent any ſuch gloſs, it is plainly ſaid, 
the Commandments of men, and tranſereſs the tradition of the Anſ. to 
6 Elders ) and alſo tHat it was upon the account only that they Dr. Owe 
if rerereproved 3 both which he ſeems to hold ? VVhether erp. 13: 
ily ifaman lives in any one deliberate Sin knowingly, wil- 
lngly, and yields to 4t ordinarily upon the return of the Temp- 
a © tion;this evil 1s nor predominant over his good ? VVhether if he 
"© ſo in worſhip, it is not ſo there too? VVhether every goodChri- 
Fj fimooght nov: rather to beware of doing ſo, then to perplex himſe'f 
1} fith a multirode of diſtinCtiqns, and caſes, and queſtions, which yet 
+ i: miſt mind , if he will underſtand Mr. Baxter arightz and whe- 
i} fierit becomes ſo truly great and excellent aCaſuiſt as Mr. Baxter, to 
+ | down ſuch reſolutions of Caſes, from which (I fear ) too many 
+ | niiderably ill. conſequences will too fairly foflow, and too rational- 
7 [te concluded. 
x C9: Whether preſence is therefore no ſignification that we approve all 
; lt is done in that Aſſembly, becauſe the viry nature of Ciriſt ian Commus 
rf 154 Prefeſſun of the contrary ? I ſay not bare preſence,as Mr. Baxter 
{i #h;becauſe there js little bare preſence in Religions 
( *Eablies, little preſence bur what is artended with ei- p. 10. of Doxtb. 
| «lone kind of Reyerence and filence cn the one hand, Def: f.10. 
| D 2 OT 
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or diſreſpett, and talk on the other, and becauſe there is go 774 
(that 1 know of ) about ſuch a bare preſence in a ſtriQ lence; byj [© 
p-oceed to query, | _ *, of tink 

Q, 10. hether it be indeed ſo as Mr. Baxter argurs, a man may ma meno 
preſent at any Chriſtian Worſhip in the world ? Nay, mayl not leavegsf ads 
Chriſtian, and ask whether a man may not be at any VVorſhip jg ty | ten) 
world ? For is not all Religious Communion, though never ſo ba; 
Profeſſion of the contrary ; namely, of owning whar is thought Book 
and diſowning wht 1s deemed evil by the V Vorſhippers ? VVhiey v the 
becauſe the nature of Chr:ſtsan Communion ts a Profeſſion of the anull wm 
ry , the P-pifts by their preſence, do not own and joyn with the aj 
of their VVorihip ? Wheth:y becauſe we are boundby God to Conn 
cate in good, and not to own the evil; therefore we cannot de atom 
the evil by Pr:ſence ? And therefore Preſence (without ſome ſuf 
ent fign of diſlike) is not commonly taken ro be a ſign of conſeueh}t 
approvation ? And to meet with what follows in the ſame fs 
fu rther query) 

Q_ 1i- Whether if men command us to own all that they dy in Wely, 
though their Command eannot bind us againſt Gods, nor makg on yiſw 
4 Prefcſſion that we obey them againſt God; yet if we dothatmhidin 
received ſign (not made ſo by the commands of men, om aj 
and common reception, as words ſ1gnifie our thoughts) of om 
the evil they (or rather we with them ſeem to ) do in VVorkipisf 
is not 4g4infl God? And whether God doth not bind us not towh i 

12. Whether if men by command maks or Preſence 4 Profiſmtuſ # 
we obey them againſt God, and ſay that our preſence doth to then þ 
nity that we obsy them againſt Ged, we ought not openly to dd 
(if we be preſent) that we mean no {ich thing by our Prelaz! 
And publickly expreſs our ſelves againſt that (in their VVorly) 
which is diſobedience to God ; or rather whether we had not bets 
be abſent ? | | 

Many other Queries 1 might add, which I may, when 1 anſitily ,, 
in theſe. | 


— 


POSTCRIPT 


Hereas Mr. Bexter*in Sedt./ 6, p. 35. of his Catholick Caman 
V doubly defended, ath endeavoured to excuſe and juſtify him in 
'the chargeof injurious naming of Perſons : I ſhall take leave (as far as con 


(ove 
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4s Apologiſt for the befor e-defended-Miniſtzrs) to confider and animadvert up- 


e in it,offec my reatons why I judge he hath not ſufficiently defended 
"af- much leſs made ſufficient reparation for the injury he hath done. to their 
nories : $9 that it will remain too clear that he himſelf is too faulty in this, 

gatter; a buiſy-vody , and too much and needleſly concerns himſelf with the Dead 

were more effe&tually ( I hope) vindicate thoſe Reverend Miniſters (or ſome of 
hen) from- his defamatory and cenſorious Pen. 

Two things I blame Mr. Baxter for, concerning theſe Miniſters. | 

1. That they are repreſe ated by him as ſuch as were not fit to Preach, or that 

« was not fit they ſhould Preach as long as there could be Readers got to diſtribute 

y the yeople Common-Prayer and Homites, and no doubt of it a jolly company, 

ad wmber enough of fuch good Scholars (as we Country-people call them) that 

quld read theſe Learned Books, might in thoſe Miniſters times have been procu- 

xd, vithout draining the Univeſities, 

2. Tifit he repreſents them thus to tfe world without any neceſſity, and this 
are dead and unable to defend themſelves, Now how doth Mr. Baxter 
git himſelf of this charge 2 Why as to the firſt and main, he denies it in his Don- 


Þ te Defence, and ſays he is much miſtaken, p. 39. beg. I find that ſome mnch 


wiſtike me, and think, that all the perſons that I have named, I mention as intolle- 
i (fo you do I think till, as long as there are any Worſhipful Readers to be 
fund ) or make them worſe then they are (yes, I think fo ſtill, for I hope they 
at (atleaſt) moſt of them in heaven, where they are neither worſe. nor bad, but 
x9-good ;. but waving the impropriety of the ſpeech, for in this Separation-Contro- 
el all Wings are preſent with-the Divine Mr. Baxter, I think you repreſent them - 
hwaif they were worſe then indced they were)andequal the better with the morſe, 
ot], Thave nothing to ſay to you as to that) yea make the FPelſheltinerants worſe 
tha ipnorafit vicious meer Readers.( Not I, I ſay not that you make them worle ia - 
but that you make them worſe in Doctrinals, worſe in the Pulpit, and ſo 


iter to be kept out of it then meer Readers.) I doyet with ſubmiſſion humbly con- - 


ene Al the n far from my words and thoughts. Whether it be far from your 
tonghts, I cannot tell 3; but becauſe you fay {o, I know not how (methinks) to diſ- 
kiveit: That they were far from your then preſent words and thoughts, when you 
mite theſe yery words, I cannot but take the word and believe it : but if much of 
Ws [underſtand it) was far from your thoughts, when you wrote the 2Þ page of 
jar formerBook againſtDr.Ower,& the lower part of this page,and if you are ſtill of 
titfame mind, your thoughts and your words ſeem not to me to be near enough, . 
kt tokeep at too great a. diſtance from each other : but the preſent thoughts of 
K eminent inen,may be very different (I perceive) from theic former and their. fol- 
lng; and it is not impoſſible, I unde: ftand, for men of ſingular Parts and Learn- 
i addextraordinary Piety ſoinetimes to miſtake themſelves, and therefore it is the 
[5 vonder if they happen alſo to miſtake others. That you did make the -FFelrhe - 
Wrants worſe, that is, more unfit. to Preach then the meer Readers to voice it in 
be Church, and ſo repreſent them to the world as more inſufficient then they for 
Mblick Church-work, will (I doubt ) too plainly appear, if you ſeriouſly review- 
ad -denyingly confider what they have written : And ſo your very Humble Ser- 
» Baxter, With your leave I will now (as in civility I ought) turn to my 
"8 to him concerning you, but ſo loud that you may (if you fo 
» (5 
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_ Now good Reader, let us impartially conſider Mr. Baxters 28 p, of ke 


Communion defended, and ſee whether we can poſſibly,without blotting ini 4 


Wake it ſpeak or underſtand it in a ſence agreeable to his Profeſſion in the 
Ing page of his latter Book; for my part I profeſs ſincerely, fo fain Would [ hay 
ſqueezed a more charitable, and a more jnſtifyable ſence out of that Page, tht] 
read, and read, and read it over, and over, and over, I know not how often to 
ſacl a one, (io uowilling was I to believe ill of Mr. B.rxter, that I would tathe 
disbelicve nine owa eyes) but it would not be, that which was written muſt be 
ſence. Let us hewever try again; but before we come to the main offeyfive lng 
let us obſerve ſo;newhat in our paſſages to them. In this 28. p.to thizOhegy 
But in thoje times ſerious godlineſs much increajed: he anſwers, 5: Hop) þ yy 
m tnly by the excellent Preaching and Living of that Miniſtry whom tinole- Soya 
eiſts villifyed ſuch as the Aſſembiy=men, 5c. To which I reply, (1.) And &4 nat 
B uxter villify ſome of them too as Antinomians ? (2) If he includes Wal 
thoſe-Parts, whercin he grants ſerious godliyeſs encreafed, and if he meanz by by 
Separatiſts, ſach as thoſe We'sh Miniſters he after mentions ; under Mr, Bax; 
your, it was not mainly, nor comparatively at 4!1,by thote Min:#ters he (peaks ai/th 
I have nothing to ſay againſt, but highly honour ſuch, yet I would not have fone 
Miniſters raiſed upon the ruines of others) but by thoſe very Miniſters whon 
Baxter villifyes as Separatiſts and Antinoiians, and what rot ? And wheres he x 
And by a middle fort of Peace-makers, mo engaged 1:1 no Seft. I am fure qd 
them whom he is pleaſed fo ſtigmatize , v:z. Mr. Morgan Lloyd, was jult i 
:n one, and I dare fay, dil within his ſphere by his labour and by his lite as aug 
increaſe ſerious gedlinel(s as any he knew, unleſs we muſt except Mr, Battery gu 
ſelf; he goes on to add the effects of the ſeparating party, but doth not at all ue 
that they were ſo; his fourth effect is,Separared Churches of Anabaptiſts, kept y 4 
religious war #n many places; but Mr. Baxter knows that Mr. Tombs wastheRin. 
leader of them, and he was not for Separation. His fifth effe&t is, That all the Þ 
rish-Minziſters in Wa'cs were put down; but this (to ſpeak plain, though not (o pla 
as I might) is not true, and it very much unbeſeems, him thus poſitively to (ate 
his untruths : if one ſhould deal with him as he did formerly with Mr. B:ywas, [ 
fear this page would furniſh our margin with too many Untruths, He adds, liv 
rant Preachers being ſet up in their ſtead, leaft the Pariſhes ſkouid be thought n 
Churches; and are the Pariſh?s (without any other conſideration) Churches? (! 
would Mr. Baxter have them ſo ? I had thought Mr. Baxrers principles had ben 
ſomewhat more ſtrict. and how doth Mr. Baxter prove that therefore Ina 
Preachers were ſet up ? But now we are drawing near the main chatge, he goes 
Perhaps you'l ſay, Theſe Irtnerants were better then the old ignorant Minit: 
To which he anſwer: two tl:ings,( 1 } Their number was too Small. ( 2 ) Thechdd 
. them were ſoerroneous in doctrine, that it was ſafer Meer Readers ſhould Supp tt 
Pulpit with their School-boy miniſterial talent of Reading, then they ſhould pread: 
Theſe are not his wordsindeed,but Idare refer: it to any one whether thisbe not mal 
evidently the defizn and ſubſtance of thereſt ofthis page of his;for it cannot bethop! 
that ſo greata Divine, ſo great a Caſuiſt as the Reverend Mr. Baxter, one ſoteide 
of his own,and conſequently of others reputation, as he hath been, andno doubt di, 
ſtill in his judgment is of others tho ſeem prodigal of his own ; that ſuch aone, 
rip up Jhe faults of the Dead without confiderable reaſuns, and what As” s 


ch 
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whit can b2 more likely, mare probable, more proper in this p'ace, then to prove 
tat the effects of ſeparation were worſe then puting off people with reading of 
&ms, by making it appear, that where the former were, in many places men /ived like 
{theiſts, without any publick worſhip, and where there was any preaching, it was fo 
#onious, ſo corrupt, ſu dangerous, that reading of prayers and good books would 
kebetn far better, and therefore ſuch readers would have been fitter in ſuchplaces 
heaſach preachers, and conſequently ſuch preachers ( at leaſt while ſuch reading 
ot be had ) were not fit to preach at all. Tho I confe(s I do not ſee what need 
Mr Baxter had to prove the miſchiefs of ſeparation by Inſtances dragged ont of 
the grave, and pulled down out of heaven, no more then Dr. Stillingfleet, who was 
more civilto the Dead : But further to prove Mr. Baxter guilty of what he de- 
re, let us deſcend to tbe bottom of this 2 8th.page,where he craves a ſcber An/pve * 
# es, (1) Wether a Liturgy had not been better then no Worſhip for Six days in 
wm ? 
- an Anſwer to which, and-to what he before blunders about Peoples Livin 
ble Atheiſts, for want of publick Worſhip, I refer the Reager to, and I beg of thee 
bread Mr. V.wvaſor Powels Short Narrative, or Narration of Wales Condstion, in 
the beginning of his Book, called, The. Bird in the Cage chirping: And if thou 
radet it, I doubt not but thou wilt bluſh for Mr. Baxter, when thou findeft there 
ich another, ſuch a quite different Account of the State of Wales, from what he is 
plexſed here in fo0 much haſt, and with too little Confideration, to entertain us with; 
wick thou thinkeft Mr. B 1xter a more competent Judge of the Afﬀeairs of Wales, 
ten Mr. Powwel, who was moſt converſant therein; which if thou Yoſt, thou canſt 
tet chooſe but chalk up thy ſelf for a moſt unreaſonable and idolatrous Baxterian - 
i if this like thee not,and it will be too troubleſome to read the Narrative ; take a 
im: Hotſe, a FPelſb Tire, (if thou canſt get him ) and ride to the Mountains of 
Irittain, and ask ſome indifferent Perſon, (for ſome ſuch there are in thoſe cold 
Quatters,for all their J/e//þ Blood and Heat,) whether Mr. Baxter faith right, and 
wether they were ſuch rude ſavage Leathens in the late times, and whether their 

| were not as well provided for then, as they are now, when there are Readers 
md Liturgies good tore > Aud when thou comeſt back, I dare fay, thou wilt not 
olze Mr. B.xter as an infallible Hiſtorian, at leaſt not in the Tranſactions of 
Nit. . The next Queſtion he craves a ſober Anſwer to, is, Whether theſe Trine- 
rats, that ſo dangerouſly erred in Do&rine, were not more ſadly deſtitute of the 
tehef the Spirit, then they that only wanted Ability to utter ſound Words without a 
Fom or Books 2 And had nct good Forms been Yafer for that People then the Dot. 
me of My, Erbury, Mr. Cradock, 'Vavaſor Powel, Morgan Lloyd of Wrexham > 
The laft had like to have eſcaped his laſh, for in the former part of this correRing 
noe, he was forgot, but now he is thought of. in he muſt tov, not a Mothers Son 
bull be ſpared. Before I fy&al; to this main Queſtion. what I chie!l; Gefign, I crave 
eretoaddto his Queſtion theſe nine or te! Queſtions. 

(1.) Whetherevery Error in Doctrine makes a man unfit to he 2 Preacher 2 

{2.) Whetherif a man he erroneous in ND Ctrine, {> he dc no. preach his Errors, 
Re may rot for all that very lawfully be a Preacher ? $4 | 
(3) Whether Mr. Baxter proves that theſe men preached the'r Errors, ſuppo- 
figthey did dingeroujly E:» as he would have thein ? 

(4) How Gangerouſly muſt a Preacher err in Doctrine, betorehe is to give place 
to Readers þ (5) Whe- 


— 


«.... ® 
' 6.) . Whetherevery one that Mr. Baxter faith dangerouſly errs in Do&r: 
Dh. one that differs from him ) doth fo indeed ? F Dottie, L kan 
(6. ) Whether becauſe many of the Church of England, fuch az Dr.Tub wa, wt | the C 
many Diſſenters, judgeMr. Baxter very dangerovſly to errinthe DcQrine of Jufifs þ bours 
catin (Articulss ſtantis & cadentisEccleſie) he ought' therefore to give placeto tan Þ Heart 
Readers, or tne Biſhops do well to Compel him to do fo ? | 
(7-) Whether the Fathers,fuch as Syueſins, -who erred concerning the Reftthy Þ wile: 
and Origine who ( its probable) erred ccncerning the State of the Soul dh ff fx I | 
Death, and in many other things, and ſeveral others of them that had their rn I riding 
were of Mr. Baxters mind in this matter, or whether the Church in their ting Ml cal 
were fo 2 Or whether indeed they ought to have been degraded, and ceaſed topreak 
and given place to meer Readers, who had at leaſt the Scriptnres then to rex?» 
(8.) Whetherit becomes Mr. Baxter, who ſometimes buſleth mightily forpieah 
ing and Preachers, to make ſach a huge pother for meer Readers, as if he wall 
give them-the preference to Preachers (eſpecially if he doth bur give then all Wit 
namie,ſuch as Antinomians, and ſay they err dangerouſly ) when 5 he cantly 
know that it is no ealy- matter to prove that Chriſt appointed ans ſuch Offteay Þ ad i 
his Church, as meer publickReaders;when there can he no great doubtthit beplnl 
Prexchers, and thoſe fallible tco, therezand whea the holy Spirit, 2nd the holy Scripts I, 
ſeem to make the Preaching of theWord.evcn by fallible men, and when (, marks | fidators 
nourable, and more neceſſary then the bare readi ig even of the Wordit fl al Find 
J] humbly propoſe it to the impartial and obtervirg Rexders of the Fathenal 
Church Hiſtorys whether ( though I know there were Lectors betimes) them 
any ſuch thing in the publick Worſhip of God amongſt the Primitive Ciriani 
ſome Ages, as mcer reading ? And whether any LeCtors were then ſent o als 
ed any where orly to read, without ſome to Preach with them? I think Ia 
make it appear very probable by ſome Paſſages in St. Bail, St. Auguſtine, ad 
ril of Jeruſalem, that even in their time what was read by Lectors, mas 
or Expounded vpon afterwards by the Biſhop or Paſtor, and 4id not they (tint 
want Preachers as much as Wales gid in the late times 2 All this I propoe i 
Submiſſon. | 
(9.) I would gladly know who or where theſe blefſed Readers are, or weil 
only wanted Ability to utrer ſound Words without a Form or Books, that i, wail 
nothing elſe ? | 
(10.) Whe:her Mr. Baxter avas not too ſadly deſtitute of the Spirit, halt 
villified, calumniated, and aſperſed the Dead that live with God ? But tolsQ& F 4 
ſtion, directly, I anſwer theſe two things; | | 
b- )" That if in their Preacking and Praying, they did not mingle their Emap 
po ing them, or the Truth were predominant over the Error, there wae Jo 
ruth and little Error, Ihumibly conceive they were not ſo deſtitute of the # 
as meer Readers, who have no help of the Spirit in their publick w_ ad, 
but what: is common to Children and School-boys; and as for the inward renin 
their own Graces, thoſe are no publick Helps or Gifts, which in theſe oth 
we are otdinarily to underſtand by thoſe Words. NE 
| (2.) The bleſſing of God upon their Labours doth much anſwer the 
the great Sncceſs of their Miniſtry makes it appear that they were not fo : 
the Spirit, as they whom Mr. Baxter makes their Competitors, .and i i yu 
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ment that they did not ſo da _ 
the Converts of your meer FpSr5s., pery err Is Mr. Baxter ſays: B 
poof the bare Liturgick Lect be eighty Bio bn 
Hearts and upon'the lives of 0 ors? And what Wonders ys by OI Oy 4.2 
Which I do no more 1227077 is pi the reading only of Proven a done in the 
nllues the very effetual Preachn re th-n Mr. Baxter cont and Homulies 2 
br 1 like rery well many Ho <0 Eminent Miniſters, in Co exns arid under - 
mding of then where the milies, and (for my own pa mparifon with tem, 
5. epto equal, much rat p a true and abſo'ute wed a. OT not againſt the 
Fe the foo home s of Pres w o juſtle out the great Qrdin y, but when they are 
wer becpnes of theſe ten ors 3 —_— they deſerve a pan - - — (tho? 
th : ) l ele two Anſ x » at whate. 
Cew:ſb rl pm axe pry of dr. moſt 
it then. meer ade at } | _ orihip, a 5 TE 08 makes 
biker ha #5 ronge ing ba npRes at all, while theſe rhe. __ to officiate in 
ad it was not ſafe for hate to uramÞg 9-op they were i liens as = 
ad; who but Mr. Baxter can d , While it was ſafe and jafer fl "5 els 
het then meer Readers, and alt oubt that he repreſents ths er forthe others to 
ftiators might have been obtai 4 o ether unfit to preach, while ( _ in this re- 
tis laft Bo® aft ined? Nor doth Mr. Bax: uch wotſhipfal Gf- 
pin that T take iss ad g enyed what I charge rage ap the matter, 
that ſound Dotrine read =- f Mo pra ip he ſays, T afſert I one 
the "JR : r Books, 1 d 
nec _— cal Error, LE eered with tful ro Catholick Com- 
be ot miſtaken him; bn pigs a eng evident then ny m—_— 
Tinerants, there , ot here indeed apply i efended, p.39. 
l | «1 nramghetungflredpy OT it dec Beg TOO as the bore 
reoacile R. to B. as Ro 2r the H able and moſt fit ) to ". 
dith indeed, a few lines wa oneſl hath very wittil Jas: 
ſhes, and cron of racy Ton Jo "Pa Gas poder wnng nt = 
ct of the Grave, he bobs | s ſome ſinall amends, for having d np the bu- 
Ws hefore avi $ into each oftheir Mouths a Su baron, dragged them 
them, ) 1th; an, 7 raping Mr. Erbury and others, -plumb, but it is bittee 
Cadock, Lloyd; "Rt etter of Mr. Saltmarſh, &c a without any good at all 
| 10-9-%) pareiuag_apuadaFags Welſhman ſaid; an better of Mr. Powe! 
| d yet all is b; PY 
ad what gn, Were not as good as Readers, ri _ yet allis bad enough 
Denil, or better tha thoſe of a man were it to ſay of him T dd enough to Preach > 
ten Briend n oſe men that have no good 1 , I like him better than the 
Nh Ne oe ang Eran Ton 
terants, a . Baxters Charit 4 an was allows 
way mull ets make 6 mach 2 they cn ley but br 
in this Miniſter”) Joth this diſdainful man, with r. Lleyd (for 
The former, { vi and refers us to two Book , without any Reſpect at all, 
nether TOS #4 Dialogue, Ec. about the $ was ) pat to fiſh for his Errcrs.. 
ber with in fo: init, nor any thing but have. formerly read, but re-. 
Mines Ss Subiet args hy ao a6 an Lo ne Reader will by? 
; " Fa: Ges : are ſ 6-5 P Ry 
mtofalino i ons every jot as uncauth, =z Roc pow Ui and I date” 
| or that hath writ of any thing ingly harſh, and unuſu., * 
y. 0 ing on the other {ide time, aid 
| this 


on 
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this Life, even ont of Mr. Baxters Dyimg Thoughts, as any that can be ct ot > 


what Dialogue; but muſt no body vent odd and unreceived Notions, but or Rs 
rend Author ? Hath he a 'Pattent for it? And if any can extra&t dangeroy Fig 
whereby he was rendred unfit to preach, out of Mr. Lloyds two or three fhatls, 
ters to Mr. Erbury, I will fay this tor him, he isa moſt ſubtile polemicy Atdyni 
Their cheif deſign is, to propoſe to Mr. Erlury ſome Queſtions ( Orthgggy 
ons enough ) and to Ex poſtulate with him about the change of his mind and vrag; 
wherein Mr. Lloyd ſufficiently (tho' in a way of Iove,as his manner wa exon 
ſeth his diſlike, of h1s new Efponſed Ways and Notions; but there being no mg 
yet ſaid againfttheſe Miniſters, I ſhall not at this time add any more for them, 
As to Mr. Baxtpr's unneceſſary traducing the Dead, having ſaid fo much ae, 
I will only add, that it fees fomewhat a ſtrange and miraculous way of nawy 
Controverſies,.'0 rife the Dead into the quarfe], eſpecially when there is no x 
Occaſion, and they themſelves are to be thumpt, and wounded, and flain, whichw 
appear, if we conſider how abſurd jt would be, jf all others would follow Mr. ts 
ers Fxample, and take up this vew Mode of Controverting : Suppoſe the queſta 
be diſputed, were between the C:/vini/? ard the Armimian, whether Caiviniſa n 


Armimnianiſm aze the beſt and moſt Orthodox ways ; both the new-faſhionel 1 


putants fall to it, argue againſt each other, ab effe&is, from the Jl ih o 6 
ways they oppoſe, preſently draw a Circle and caft Figures, and then with 2 ay 
pany of hard words, Barbara, Celarent, Darjy, Ferio, Ceſare, Cameſter, Felt, 
Baroco, Darapti, Felapton, Diſamis, Datiſi Bocardo, Feriſon, they conjuie ty 
Dead, and one ſays, There is ſuch a man was an Arminian, a vile Sinner wa he;te 
other faith, And there is ſucha one wasa Calvins/t,what a wicked Wretch dye} 
One faith, Thy Father was an Arminian, and what a Covetons Miſer was he? lu 
th'other claps his hands and replyes, And thy Grandfather was a Calviniſt and wit 
a Drunkard was he? And ſo they go on diſputing like mad ; For Ariftwla li, 
what can this come to? To Billings-gate no doubt of it,nay and further toopidat 
Prevention : Nay but ſpeak ſeriouſly, what do you think the Concluſionof thee 

rents will be? Why the Concluſion muſt needs ve that they will raiſe up tk 

vil az well as the Dead. What Mr. Bax:er urgeth aud urgeth in defence of lis 
ſe'f, for thus rebuking Dr. Owen and theſe men, that Paul reproved Peter, ſtent 
to me over fignificant. here, for Paul reproved him to his face, not behind kk; 
and while he was alive, not when dead and beyond Anſwering ; and it is very a 
fiderable,that tho' God doth ſometimes record the faults of his Children, yetatales 
times (which Mr. Baxter p. 37. of his Doubly Defended, obſerves, but (1 fear) wy 
refleCtingly upon God, for which reaſon I will not repeat his words) hepaſſeththa 
over with filence, to teach us perhaps that tho' he may divulge when be pleath,j 
we thould not be too forward to make our Remarques upon the Infirnitegs 
deceaſed Servants;nor can I ſee what Mr. Baxters accuſing the We!6s Itigeraba 


\ ” 


Preaching dangerous Doctrine , could ſignify, to the Defence of the Truthgx the 
ving of the Charch from the Danger of their Soph;/try, unleſs he had anſwered et 
Arguments for their ſuppoſed Errors; nor can he well plead that their names got 
Putation to their dangerous DoCtrines, for as they did not own any ſuch Denogie 
tion as he gives them, ſo neither did moſt of the people of Wales dream that ly 
were of any ſuch, or did hold ſuch dangerous Doctrines, till now he is pleaſe! 
tell them. In this I ſomewhat'except Mr. Erbury, and a little Mr. Cradk adi 
etder to bting their Poſterity to Repentance, a plain, mild Chriſtian 
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hn he re ll as he PRE 3 J 
raging them with ignominiou them, might d ey eb 
Roth can do nothing that = names, and ,- Fry ſomething bi Rn oe 
"And thus I have made it (I ay, norhath an ndring them 6-42 ut aſpetfin PN. 
-_ _ N __ ns too Tray toit 4s inſulicient _ 
; Lhave abundantly 3 about) tra n, that this R ” 
: jzed for them, fy guttined it of Bos oo the Dead. ax vary and Lear 
—lruqryh much _ l gn Rea yams and rr nceſiſy 
racter, and in Def confeb ) mi; them fi aciently (I h 
toreſe:re for a forthe _—_— of them... els) might hav rom his needleſi ope ) 
ig order to their ” Fo <caſion. Th and more I Jeflon been ſaid, both. og enct 
Encotto Enain and Kp the cir Son may oe few rin bel 
vill Mr. Baxter is at Le p them ſw aſt (and wha a Binding-S 
1hellere) for his | iſure, and h ect, and that atever is g-Sheer 
iptter forbear, = the ſakes and for _ a mind again hy not ym as A 
to receive him 222 Ii muſt be at it a 181008 ſake, he wi 8/7 upon then ill 3 at 
. In the mean time (if gain, he ſhall find will at length find Sy 
6 Chriſtians that Unto were any need | me prepared. (T's ve; 
aaory ( as th ey _ were reton'23y would adviſe th NT ; 
with (or without ; cuget? admired to, or confir oe ren, and Brit- 
ſacceſsfal | Labours Mr, Baxters1 af) theſe Re med in the. Fai rit- 
thoſe Error ny, d yer s leave, ſti verend Mini Faith b 

s which Mr. B y great Abjiliti , {till do-ſo, accordi inifters, that t Y, - 
we the down, ye Bleſſed axter chargeth ies, but by no cording to their m_ 
jour Memories { zd Saints, and reſt them with. An roy” think any Swag. 
doubt they will, d. =IE with the Od quiet in your Gr in the Interim t tter - of . 
oy Separation | hang pls 4a a; and Heaven THRONE - 
WG NOW if < cata _ pleaſed by his ned Mr. I do ſo too, por mg let 
ſeemed} may be: ble faraig.D Fe cots od oy ſhall ous of hi ithout 
Junk act ofpice 6, I world humbl oats, (he Þ welt es EG 
DEE Eo: pak ep: 

; which he: ch eſe Mini eart what heh not to n reg wh 
tht have Aris chargeth iniſters, he wil what hehath doni retract, for 
ktture eciad great Beueti nag Ty bg por urge one, and conſid 

ſo eminently holy. a t by thei 3 for will ns to prom 14ep - 
Spoon wo pre Pas ecu qr To ne wr who yet — On | 

r. Baxter fai UC tio eir Miniſte :onclude, that if Ve, - 
wo Scandal, þ ith ſo, whoſe ns, they are erial Work, we if men fo 
Ginkit Sew rather a Re ofe Tongue not ſure” ſo d c, were of ſuch 

| aA AcecOmme im and Pen, 4 : angerous io a 
45 er ralyek Baxte ndation ? I jufti ind Dipraile, are cſpeciall 
\To Conran then Y axter perhelly wie ara uo their th tes wk ſome 
bs Fachue, yitr all Subymifſion ' ..”. Ne All a topeh 
caſe they TAY to —_ I humbly 3 hi bh 2 all my hopes 

© 10 SatSng own :- Th wo Paſl; him. to look a little b; ; 

(hri i cording of Pi SY farſt hg ar which I 0 little backward | 
at to heal. Th rethrens I is Saints ope he will 

4 for it is 3 e ſecond is-n nfarmities n Reft, P. 108 ill, be- 
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need bale! effeRpally to apply it to himſelf; but whatever uſe.he will chiles 
that which | will, ſhall be to wonder that Mr. Baxter, who hath done ll 
the juſtifying of thoſe that for ſeveral Ages have been reckoned Hereticks, ki 
ſo much excuſed, and fo favourably interpreted the Jeſnites and Arminiany, ſho 
ſo ſevere upon theſe We!/b Miniſters, as 'well as Dr. Owen; fo ſevere-a thiu 
leſly t6 Record their Infirmiries, and rake into their ſuppoſed Sores; fo. ſerie 
» commzt ſuch Unkindneſs and Calumny. againſt them who are now -inHeavelthow 
he doth or will ( az whatis there but he can) excuſe or excencate-ir, I pnyl 
it. may be as reaſly his Grzef,as it-is his Shame. * - * 4 218 
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- But me-thinks I hear Tome Reager ſay, Mr. Bookſeller, I pray who isthe li 
of this > Who is he ?. What?is he > Why, and pleaſe you Sir, (for (0 we Cont 
people uſe to ſpeak) I will'(to ſage Mr. Bookſelfer the labour ) tell you! fie 
Author 's in ſeveral Senſes, hams nutiuy Acning, and is very well contentedfo 
and defires you would not. difturb his: pripgey z. cenſure as you pleaſe, galyT: 
let his name alone, - for really it is notworth-while to know it. But-whobver he' 


willtell yoy a little what he is; he hath been, and I afſure ter AUG eee 


before excepted) as great a Reverencer of Mr. Baxter, as any; phe that # i 
Qolater of him canbe; one who hath run fome hazzard by vindicating him 
Magiſtrates of no ſiwall Figure, and againſt Clergy-men that have reckoi/th 
ſelves very conſiderable ; and one who hath loſt Friends and Intereſt at Nc Ol 
ters,becauſe reputed a Paxferran, and becauſehe hath appeged pry and juſtied 
Baxter, when he hath {as he judged) without Reaſon, and-uncharitably; Yew! 


od 


down arid condemned; who'is none of the higheſt ſort of tiſts,'b&'i 
ſome recede from love toofar ; whois heartify; and (if he miſtakes not wah! 
ſelf) practically. for Moderation ; who would he (if he had Abilities 
were any hopes of Succefs ) a Reconciler of Chriſtian, or rather riſhiae 
troverſies: who' is alſo, or would be, as much for Seripiural (tho*notdinhlſil 
and forbearance amongft Proteſtants of different perjwafions, as 'Mr. Baxter 
who doth not meafure'ont his tove-to others,” by. the agreeableneſs ol tha#1 
to his own, but by teir real Diety, and endeayours to get more Trutfrand:Ly 
0 walk according. ta what they'haye:  And'ſn a word, ene wii would mort 
rbed the quief tony 'one'by theſe Sheets; much leſs of Mr.-Bu&#r all 
born to diſquiet and _afperſe the Dead. And now having ſaid'all this) certaibly'# 
a ruſh. matter what the mans name is that gives me' thiy trouble, atid if thad" 
believethisofhim, isnott as probable; that if Tor the” Bookſeller ſhodldW 
- name for his, thou'wopldt not give credence to that neither? Thertfal yd 
{ goodReader ) Ter this fatisfy thet as to the Author; and if tow would 
i$ in. the Book, readit, if yet thou Haft not (for ſome happen to Hyj Th 
It with Books, and” (as we read Hebrew) 'begini atthe End; andend afWe 
read it (I Gay) and from firſt to laſt,” ard there you will find its-deligu, 
_— ae a c 5.99.85 he bet 
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need by elp effeftnally to apply it to himſelf; but whatever uſe.he will make F 
that which I will, ſhall be to wonder that Mr. Baxter, who hath done {o mich 
the juſtifying of thoſe that for ſeveral Ages have been reckoned Hereticks, aid hay 
ſo much excuſed, and fo favourably interpreted the Jeſaites and Arminzans, ſhould 
ſo ſevere upon theſe Wei Miniſters, as 'wetl as Dr. Owen; fo ſevere as thus newt? 
leſly to Record their Infirmities, and rake into their ſuppoſed Sores; lo ſevere y i 
» commit ſuch Unkindneſs and Calumny againſt them who are now inHeaven hou 
he doth or will {7 what is there but he can) excuſe or extenr.ate it, I pray Ga 
it may be as really his Grzef,as it-is his Shame. | 4 


But me-thinks I hear ſome Reader fay, Mr. Bookſeller, I pray who isthe Aith 
of this > Who is he 2 What. is he? Why, and pleaſe you Sir, (for ſo we Count 
people uſe to ſpeak) I wi!l'(to fave Mr. Book ſetter the labour ) tell you; that tle 
Author 's in ſeveral Senſes, home nullius naming, and is very well contentedfo tok 
and defires you would not diſturb his privacy ; cenſure as you pleaſe, galy I pa 
let his name alone, for really it is not worth while to know it. But whotver he by! 
willtell you a little what he is; he hath been, and I aſſure thee is ſtill excepting! 
before excepted) as great a Reverencer of Mr. Baxter, as any. one that is not al 
dolater of him canbe; one who hath run ſome hazzard by vindicating him' btly 
Magiſtrates of no ſwall Figure, and againſt Clergy-men that have reckoned they 
ſelves very confiderable ; and one who hath loſt Friends and Intereſt among Dill 
ters,becauſe reputed a Zaxferian, and becauſe he hath appeared for, and ſti 'q 
Baxter, when he hath (as he judged) without Reaſon, and uncharitably, been 
down and condemned ; who is none of the higheſt ſort of Separatiſts, bit thi 
ſome recede from love too far 3 whois heartiſy, and {if ke miſtakes not mach inhii 
ſelf) practically for Moderation ; who would he (if he had Abilitigs, and thit 
were any hopes of Succeſs ) a Reconciler of Chriſtian, or rather Uſichriſtaa 
troverſies: who is alſo, or would be, as much for Seriperral (tho” not ſinful) Un 
and forbearance amongſt Proteſtants of different periwafions, as Mr. Baxter Mii 
who doth not meaſure ont his love to others, by. the agreeableneſs -of their Tal 
tohis own, but by their real Piety, and endeavours to get more-Truth and- Light, 
to walk according to what they have: ' And in a word, one who would vothidl 
ſturbed the quiet ofany one by theſe Sheets, much leſs of Mr. Baxter , kadhel 
born to diſquiet and afperfe the Dead. And now having ſaid all this, certainly it 
a ruſh matter what the mans name is that gives me this trouble, and if thon aun 
believe this ofhim, is not it as probable, that if Tor the ' Bookſeller ſhouid tel fee 

name for his, thou wouldſt not give credence to that neither * Therefore, Tj 
{ good Reader ) tet tlris fatisfy thee as to the Author; and if thou wouldft kndww 
is in the Book, read it, if yet thou haſt not (for ſome happen fo Hyſterm'Þ ; 
it with Books, and (as we read Hebrerp) begin atthe End, andend at the'bey! 
read it (I Gy) and from firſt to laſt, and there you will fund its deſign, wh” 
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